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CRIMINAL DOCKET j CA 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT (Ff 
DC Ferm No. 100 Rev, Oe ne wa. (ee oO 5. 
TITLE OF CASE : ; oe f | a ATTORNEYS ee 
THE UNITED STATES s \ For v.&- 
EO Toe = . lion 
vs. 2 | /PACKRPA/LABRE DLE A GS / : 


LINDA SUBER FERGUSON; SALVATORE S._ ("Sam") “RINIOLO| Dennis O'Keefe, Esq. 


a | Department of Justice 
‘guspiracy to commit offenses against the U.S., by, Strike Force 
-3'use facilities, (telepnone & common earriers), & “$s - 921. Ser 


ors), Suite 921, Genesee Bldg., 
+9 travel x to cause others to use such facilities ty w. Genesee St., Buffajo, _ 
-ravel in interstate commerce, that is by airplane, | NcY 14202; Tel. # 432-3285. 
ous,automobile, with intent to promote,carry on & er 
facilitate the promotion & carrying on of a certain “For Defendant: cera 
unlawful activity, said unlawful activity being a ee 
jysiness enterprise involving prostitution; & there- 


_ (2) George—Doyle, Esq_———— 


after to perform & cause the performance of acts tat gar siloyér faq. 
which vould promote, carry on & facilitate the pro- [~~ ~co-counsel) vo = 
motion x carrying on of the aforesaid unlawful eetiv- “Ge hr: 


ity, involving prostitution(Ct.1),in vio.Sect.371, {Philip Abaramowitz,rsq. __ 
7.1$,USC;Use telephone facilities in interstate : hacks tank Sich Peers 
commerce x unlawfully aid & abet persons to travel 5 
ia interstate commerce with intent to promote & 
carry on & facilitate the promotion & carrying on 
of an unlawful activity, that is, a business enter- 
srise involving prostitution; & perform acts which 
would promote & carry on said unlawful activity, 
(Ces. 2,5), vic. of Sects.1952, 2,1T.78,USC; unlaw- 
fully did aid, induce & cause a persen to transport 

yvoman in interstate commerce for the purpose of 
orostitution, (Ct.3),vio. Sects.2421 & 2,T.138,USC; 
cid unlavfuly & knowingly persuade, induce & coerce 
a girl who had not then attained her 18th birthday, 
to go from one place to another by common carrier, 
cn interstate commerce, with intent that she be 
induced & coerced to engage in prostitution(Ct.4), 
in vio. of Sects. 2423, & 2, Title 18, U.S.C. 


Sa a a a ae BBA a i a heen 


Feb. 7 | ne ee 
rab. f i\J.5. 2 made _ Ce 
jan, 23. {Filed search warrant — 829- Elmwood “Avenue (lower 
Jan. 23 |Filed Search warrant - Apt. 401, 200 Niagara St., 
Feb. it jFiled ‘agistrate’s warrant of arrest ; es 
arrest for Salvatore Riniols; 
hb, 2 | defendants peing duly arraigned, enter ple 
i Indictment. Deft. Ferguson released on $5,000 personal Recog. 
i pond; Left. Riniolo continues on $5,000 property bond. Adj. 
2/28/1974 for motions. ~ for Salvatore Riniolo ce 
5 |Filed $9,009 - 3rd party custody bond/- supervision of parents or 
| Elizabeth and Joseph Riniolo —___ eee a 
fob, 2e [filed $5.906 recos. bond for Linda Ferguson — oo oe 
Mar. 4 | Status Report. Adi. to i). eee oe 
Mar. 4 | Filed Govt's Order, application and affidavit, that a warrant be 
| issued for the person of Ellyn Ruth Camiei, to insure her presence 
| before the Grand Jury and at trial, in ‘the above entitled matter— 
| _, CURTIN, J.._Iaguea warrant 3/1/74 Order signed by JTC-2/28/74_ 
Mar. 12 Filéd Notice of motion by Defte._ 


losure, discovery & Inve... 


encom emg ue 


/ Re 


Apr. 22 | Return date for briefs. Adj. 4/29/1974 


Agr. 


PROCEEDINGS 


arppresston, and etc., ret. 3/18/1974 


Status Report. Adj. 3/25/1974 


19 |Filed Govt.'s answer to defts. motions 


| Status Report. “o appearance for defts. Govt. has filed answers 
\ to deit's motions. Aaj. 4/22°\974 for defts.answers to 
{ 


government's response 


H i 
29 | Return date for response by deft. Adj. to 5/6/1974 for possible 


i motions. : i i Denice 
May 6 ._| Return day for motions. ‘This is last day for defts. to respond to Gavi's 
oe motions. Court is advised defts. will make no further motions. 
| Clerk is directed to change docket to reflect that Richard 
| Lisker is Atty for the Govt. Co oe 
May 17! To set hearing date for motion to suppress. 
June 5 | Filed warrant — Witness Ellyn Ruth Camiel, executed 3/3/1974 - Dist. 
oo ‘i of Massachusetts ce a 
june_13_| Filed Gevt's notice teady to proceed_ta trial i LL 
June 27 | Filed Ct. Steno’s transcript of proceedings held before Judge Curtin, 
| a "at Buffalo, New York, on June 25, 1974 a 
June 25 es Court directed the Govt. to advise the Court on 77171974 re 3500 
: watertaly nse postal at cure de it eoucicinlind Naas Mtvastat 
June 271! Filed Ct. Steno's minutes ‘of proceedings before “Judge Curtin, on _ 
: ~“Fune 25, 1874 a as 
july.) | Govt. to advise re 3500 material. Adj. tei. iC 
july 29 | Return date for briefs. Govt's brief to b e filed today. No appearance for defts._ 


Filed Magistrate's Docket Sheet _ : 
geturn date for deft's reply to Govt's response. 
9/3, Tren to be considered submitted. 


“Deft to make written response by 
Return date for deft's reply to Govt's response. 


¢ 


June 24 
Aa 22 


“Deft will file response today. No 


| 
| 


Sent. 3 
meomsiece, For COEG ae 
Dec. 16| viled Ct. Steno's minutes of proceedings 04-7776 /7¢ oe 
Dec. 16| Filed Ct. Steno‘'s minutes of proceedings of 7/29/74 ae 
Dee. 16| Filed Ct, Steno's minutes of proceedings of 7. ui 
1oro _ : : 2 oo. . 
uaF 31 | Filed Govt's statement of proof .___ a ae 
Mar, 31 | Deft, present with counsel, enters a plea of guilty to count one in—— 
L " Cr-74-53, and a plea of guilty to counts one, two and three in - 
| Cr-75-61. Deft moves to seal Govt's statement of proof tion 
| denied, “Sentence deferred until 6/29. Patt contimued. (Linda Ferguso 
May 19 | For na, Ls. oe UU. 
May 27 |. For sentence. Adj. to 6/2 _ ee ee ee Dae 


June2| Sentence. Adj. to 6/9 at 9:00 a.m, on 
June 9 | Pre-trial conference. Sentence adj. 6/16/75. ee 
June 16, Sentence. Adj..to a date to be determined by the Court, _______-__-_- 
june 25 | Pre-trial conference held in the above case._Court_schedules a -suppress 
\ hearing - re Deft. Salvatore Riniolo, for August 8, at10:00 a 
tuae 30 |Filed Order denying deft. Riniolo's motion to examine the so called 3500 
material prior to trial. Also defendant ---Rimiolo'’s motion to 
have the Court inspect the so called 3506 material in camera 


, : is denied; Defendant Riniolo’s request for a suppression heari 
: —The- tee coe et OO at BLL 5 
ns gn pam ae 


“CURTIN, J. 


" 
IN, 
~. 


Ferzuson: Salvatore S. Riniolo Sheet # 2 te 
CRIMINAL COCKET Cr-74-53 a 
' oT em | © AK S FEES 
MATE PROCEEDINGS |—_-—-— — woe 
1 975 } ] | PR Ateri | DEFENDANT 
| mi ee eo amare ——-—-—+ penile Mit 
July 15] The deft, Linda Ferguson, is sentenced as follows: |. aoe ha 
{ Deft. 18 remanel to the custody of {ue Attorney | 
General pursuant to Title 18 Sec. 4208B U. Ss. _ Code | | 
| for study. Curtin, J. h a ae 
| : 
July 23| Filed Ju ‘ment and Commitment order; Commitnent _issued| 
Aug. 6 | Filed letter dated 8/4/75 from Dennis P. O'Keefe Dept. _ f Juptite eG 
Atty. to Judge Curtin, requesting a postponement py | 
i Monday-8/25/1975for--suppression hearing;—reeen t-fer——+--— 


8/8/75 


——— — 
—4 woe 

| 

| 

H 


Filed certified « copy of J @C for_ Deft. Pereueee, with!) 


4 ___.._return—ef-serviee-—to theFederat- Reformatory for ¥ 
Alderson, West Virginia, on August 1, 1975 


Sept. 4 Menting with Judge. Suppression hearing. scheduled for} 
a, held because of illness of defendant. Adj. 10/6 


Report; -Re-~ deft. Saivatore Matcoic 


Sept.18| Filed letter. ~ Rereon 5, from Dennis O'Keefe, Sp_iAtty,,—Dept..__ 
| of Justic §° f se to the trial notice, to be ready| for 
coal Meigs trtat on 9723/1975, and reminding the court of & ooh —_—- 
Eee eee hearing scheduled for 10/6/1975 _._.___________}—__-,-. PUAN aed 
Oct. 2| Pre- trial conference held for Deft. Riniolo. Adj. to Nov. 8 for 
—_ = oe further pre=trtat-conference. ees 
Oct. f& |Status Penort... Salvatore Ss. Rinolo. No appearance for. |deft._ UN Walt 
| Adj. to Nov. a. for hearing =e 
ics tec SRI as 


Oct. 3 “Filed Marshals return of J&C for Deft Berguson, “to th 


nei ~ Holding Center, on “10-24- 7s 


’ Oct. 31] Beft Ferguson is sentenced as ‘follows: "Imposition: of : 


"Counts 2 thru 4 are , hereby dismissed. i _ CURTIN, ce 


Nov. s. i Ce ue Ue. 
Nov. 4| Filed Judgment and order. ae probation. for. ditt Hertel 


egg 3\_ _Suppression hearing for Rinioln.._Hearing adj. until— 
"1 On motion of the Govt. the deft is sentenced as follorn 


oe sentence | is _suspended | and deft is placed on probation 


Dr _a pe: 
_as_ So 


Nov. 6 | Hearing continued from Nov. 3 with the same appearances). 


af} __| remaining count of the indictment are dismissed as wel! 


Nov. 18| Filed Govt's Brief on Search Warrants. 
Nov, 24| Memo due. Govt. _memo filed. No appearance for. deft. 


for. defts memo, 


Bec.J32 
1976 | 


Jan. 191  Peteen date dot. betes aan Us 


Dec. 1_| Return date for Briefs. Adj~ vied tes, defts._re 
Filed Defendant Riniolo's brief .__.__._-_-_-_-___--__-— 


bc. toe  @ GertR) WENT PRUNES GrYHre ven 


3 


7-1 Se 
conan) Seieaunannagl esr a ee <—TeSs > 2% se ccm AN = 
DATE PROCETDINGS erent T 2 iNaNNIBRE 
1976 1 ok acmnibidl iB DEFENDANT 
a Se Sine . : 
far 10 Filed Govt's notice of mction.to correct the sentence lor-deft, iada- 
| Ferguson in companion case, CR-75-61 -_to Four _(#) ios 
| aie Years Prohation, (Indictment, iv CR-75-61 erronepusly disaissed, 
nt time of _sentence—on—}0431475)-—ret 44/134/446—-++—- 


| Filed Ct. Steno's transcript of hearing on motion to su 
___| neid_on 11/3/75 before Judge Curtine ee 
Correction of sentence pveviously imposed on deft. Li da Huber 


press || 


{ 


SS OES aS EE Se 


——“fHepguson. Imposition or sentence Is suspended a d the deft. | 
| ___. -is--placed on probation_for—a_period-of _Four-(4)-Years,;on 211—-— 
| a three counts. Time of beginning of sentence is rom the! time of_ 


the original sentence. CURTIN, J. ni 


acne eeepc anccnninnetci 


| 
' 
T eee 
| 


__Filed corrected Judgment and order of probation for deer. _| es: 


! 
Ferguson. Curtin, J._ | 


Aug. 18 | Filed Decision & Order that the court finds that probable cause; for 


___--- |. -—___--_- defenéant“s notion to_suppress_is—dapieg-r bd 


* 


_ Filed cy. of letter to John. Carney,-Esq_,/from_Dennis—p,O" 
Strike Force Atty., re his supplying to the defens 


si nnn ——“ONS COUrt, COpies of pages 14 ‘and 15 of witnes s Ri is 
eae __ Burchill's grand. Jury. testimony. -of—1/31/74,-efe “7 a 
Sept. 23 Filed subpoena (D.T,) - Custodian of the Records, Amexican 
Buffalo International Airport, served 9/21/76 
Multan mn tae exsnaer tena seansnaaamaniesnatntarite em —{B-F>>— reste tenet decane -eteincnesiamtantanamannt ett eesintiaainitenat att ean 
9/29/76 Filed subpoena 4 Patricia Pratt, served 9/27/76 —————-—— a an 
Sept. 29 Meeting re determination of counsel, Deft. present. Deft. me ous 
application for change of counsel. Ccurt directs that he may 
+ —-__-—_—_ retain eny-counser tre wishes but triat 1s to proceed 48 prée-" 
oo ea scheduled, on 10/12/76. atin 
Oct. 4 Filed Cy. of letter to John Carney,Esq., from Dennis O‘Reefe, Atty., 
oho ee eet, wr suetece “Strike Force, dated 10 5] enclosing a si 
ee __eopy_of—Buffalo Police_report_of Det. S¢ Raymond _Dayks = 
1/19/74 Hele 


Oct. 12 | Filed Ct. Steno's transcript of Proceedings held before 
on 3/31/75 
—_— fort taivatore-t 
moves case ready for trial,/ before Judge Charles J 
——"eq¢tting by designation), ‘at Buffaio, N.Y., whereupo 
ag ay ompaneled,——— nant : 
Oct. 15| Trial begins with same appearances as on_October 12, 1976, 


was empaneled. Witnesses testify for the Govt Co 
1 i ee Se 
Oct. 18| Trial cot TAY Pee 10/15/76 with same appearar 
Filed Order Yeut Witness Linda Fer ele subbis 
Oct, 15 | iled Over prient. inda Ferguson be and is direc e testimor 
Oct. 19|Filed Govt's memorandum Of Law re: The possible impeachment tha Bey 
La Witness Linda Huber Ferguson T 


Oct. 19 Filed Govt's trial Brief 0 rn 


Och. Ie. Filed Deft's requested Jury instructions ————— Oe 
Oct. 19 Filed Additional Defensy Request __ 


LY 


ate 


L976 


Oct. 19 


Oct. 20 
Oct, 29 
Oct. 28 


Oct. 28 


 € 
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Filed Deft's requested Voir Dire = ee es 

Filed Govt's application ta the Court regarding Judicial : a 
Motion by deft. to postpone sentence denied, Defendant inle a 
| sentenced as follows: Defendant is remanded to the custody 

| ofthe Attorney General-for a period of Two and je=HtalT ‘ee 
a _Yeacs. -- BRIEANT, D. J,(Sitting by Designa 


Oct. 28 _ 


7 ore oa en Se SES a te 


January 19 Filed letters dated 11/26/76; December 4, 1976; and 


Teo oe response = to her letters” of "11/26/76, 12/4. 19 


ee iiea Ct. tion's soe se 4 Le See eC eens a 
10 Pt. Steno’ s. transcript mailedto CCA, —___ — Piemts s L- nyse 
$i 


1 Sims 


CLERK'S FEES 


PROCEEDINGS ——-- ~---~ i 
PLAINTIF? | CEFENOANT 


| Trial continues from yesterday with same appearances, — hue 3! jury: ou 


retires to deliberate upon their verdict. The Jury returns 
—_with-a-verdict of gutity—on Count One of the” Indt¢tment gil Sag 
a not guilty on Counts 2,3,4. Sentence_ deferred 10/29/76 at __ SaaRS 


“10:15 a.m. 


“Bail « continued pending appeal. ue Se ; Ss 


Filed Judgment and Commitment, Conntkiaens tak ml 


{ 

| 

| Filed notice of -appeal for deft Riniolo __ —— or 
Jlrs of notice of appeal, form A and copy of 


na ailed ‘to CCA. 


‘s, exhibits, docket entries, 


| 
! — ——— - 

q “ 
L Origir ial pertinent pap 
cate, and index to record on appeal and index t 


| 
| 


Filed ct. Steno'’s transcrij 


| trial transcript, supplemental cle 
| index, and copy of docket entries sities ck cit 


| 
| 
i 


tay 


————~¢g Judgé Brieant from a ee 


Filed cy. of letter to Linda Ferguson, from Judge Briea 


{ 
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es CLOSED 


. ae 
In the Bistrict Court of the Grited States 
For the Western District of New York 


THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA BOVENDER 297) SESS) ae 
~VS- No. CR. 1974-53 
LiNDA HUBER FERGUSON . i 
SL TATORS Ae ("San") RINIOLO Vio. 18 U.S.C. Sections 371, 
i 1952, 2421, 2422, 2423 
and 2, 


FILED: 2/7/74 


COUNT I 


The Grand Jury charges: 


THAT continuously between approximately June 1, 1972 and 

January 31, 1974, that exact dates being to the Grand Jurors unknown, 

in the Western District of New York and elsewhere, the Defendants herein, 
LINDA HUBER FERGUSON and SALVATORE A. ("Sam") RINIOLO, unlawfully did 
conspire, combine and agree together and with each other and with Carol 
Barber, Betty Grand a/k/a "Sammie", Mamie Harris and Raymond Pandelli 
(named herein as co-conspirators but not as defendants) and with numerous 
othsr persons most of whose names are.to the Grand Jurors unknown, to 


camit offenses against the United States of America, namely: 


(A) To use facilities in interstate cammerce (that a8, 
telephone facilities and cormon carriers) and to travel and to ceuse 
ot .ers to use such facilities and travel in interstate commerce (that 
is, by airplano, bus and automobile betwoen Buffalo, New York in the 
western Uiatrict of New York and places outside the State of New 
Yor including, among others, Boston, Massachusetts, Warren, Ohio 
and rittsdourgn, Pennsylvania) with intent to promote, manage, estab- 
lisi, carry on and facilitate the promotion, management, establish- 
mens and carrying on of a certain unlawful activity -- the said 
unlawful sctivity being a business enterprise involving prostitution, 
in violation of Article 230 of the Penal Law of the State of New 
York and Sections 221, 222 and 2423 of Title 18 of the United States 
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Code; and, thereafter, to perform, attempt to perform, and cause the 
performance of acts which would promote, manage, establish, carry 

d facilitate the promotion, management, establishment and 
carrying on of the aforesaid unlawful activity involving prostitu- 
tion, in violaticn of the prcvisions of Secticrs1952 and 2 of 


Title 16 of the United States Code; and 


(B) To knowingly transport and cause, aid and abet th- 
transportation in interstate com-erce (that is, between Buffalo, 
“ew York and points outsid? tha State of New York) of women and 
girls for purposes of prostitution, debauchery and other immoral 
purposes; and to knowingly procure and obtain and cause sid aid and 
abet the procurement and obtaining of tickets and other forms of 
transportation and evidence of rights thereto to be used by various 
women and girls in interstate cormerce as aforesaid and in going 
between Buffalo, New York and other places outside the State of New 
York for purposes of prostitution, debauchery and other immoral 


purposes, in violation of the provisions of Sections 221 and 2 of 


Title 18 of the United States Code; and 


(C) To knowingly persuade, induce and entice and cause, 
aid and abet the persuasion, inducement and enticement of women end 
girls to go from one place to another in interstate and foreign 


covmerce (that is, between Buffalo, Mew York and points outside the 


State of New York) for purposes of prostitution, debauchery and other 
izmoral purposes, and thereby to Inowingly cause such women and girls 
to go and be transported as passengers upon common carriers (that 
is, airplanes, tuses end trains) in interstate commerce as afore- 
seid, in violation of the provisicns of Sections 222 and 2 of 
Title 18 of tne Wnited States Code; and 

(D) To knowingly persuade, induce and entice and cause, 


eid and abet the persuasion, inducement and enticement of girls, who 


4 


-3- 


=2c not attained their eighteenth (18) birthday, to go from one 
place to another as aforesaid by common carrier as aforesaid in 
Stace commerce with intent that such girls be induced to 

engazea in prostitution, debauchery and other immoral practices, 

in violation of Sections 2423 and 2 of Title 18 of the United States 


voce: 


OVERT ACTS 


AND, during the period aforeseid, the said Defendants, 
LINDA HUBSR FERGUSON and SALVATORE A, ("Sam") RINIOLO, comaitted, among 
ocr ors, the following overt acts in furtherance of the said conspiracy 


end in order to effectuate the object and Purposes thereof, to wit: 


1. On several occasions between approximately December 16, 
i972 and December 23, 1972, the exact date being unknown, Rita Marie 
zarcnill \who was Yhen sixteen years of age and who had just been 
vransported by automobile from Warren, Ohio to Buffalo, New York by 
22 co-conspirator Raymond Pandelli) had conversations with LINDA HUBER 


7a-SUSON and SALVATORE A. ("Sam") RINIOLO. 


2. Sanetime around December 23, 1972, the exact date being 
Oo che Grand Jurors unknown, Rita Marie Burchill obtainsd an airline 
<iczes fren LINDA HUBER FERGUSON and traveled by commercial airline 


>on Euffelo, New York to Cleveland, Ohio; 


3. Sometime around December 18, 1973, the Defendant LINDA 
““, in Buffalo, Naw York, telephoned Betty Grand alias "Samnie" 


sourgn, Pennsylvania; 


oe 


-4k- 


“4. Sometime during approximately the third week of 
j2nuary, 197, the Defendant SALVATORE RINIOLO, while at Apartment 
uCl, 2CO tilagara Street, Buffalo, New York, had a conversation with 
@ seventeen year old girl, who was then and there using the alias 


"Joyce Williems"; 


&. on or about January 19 and 20, 197), the aforesaid 


"Joyce Williams" had a conversation about prostitution with the {.\** 
Defendents, LINDA HUBER FERGUSON and SALVATORE RINIOLO, while at 


29 Elrcwood Avenue (Lower), Buffalo, New York. 


All of which was in violation of Section 371 of Title 18 


* the United States Code. 


COUNT IT 
Tne Grand Jury Further Charges: 


That sometime during the month of December, 1972, the 

exact dates being to the Grend Jurors unknown, in the Western District 
of New York and the Nothern District of Ohio, the Defendants herein 
LI1IDA HUBER FERGUSON and SALVATORE A. (Sam) RINIOLO unlawfully did 
use telephone facilities between Warren, Ohio and Buffalo, New York 
and unlawfully did aid, abet, counsel, commend, induce and cause 
one Raymond Rocco Par.uelli and Rita Marie Burchill to travel in inter- 
stste commerce (that is, by automobile from Warren, Ohio to Buffalo, 
New York sometime around December 16, 1973) witr intent to promote, 
TAM age, establish, corry on and facilitate the promotion, management, 
estublishment and carrying on of an unlawful activity -- that is, a 

ess enterprise involving prostitution in violation of Article 
230.00 of the Penal Law of the State of Hew York and of Section 221 
cf Title 18 of the United States Code; and thereafter, the said 
teZendants, LINDA HUBER FERGUSON and SALVATORE A, (Sam) RINIOLO, 


éid perform and attempt to perform acts which would promote, manage, 


q 


* 
establish and carry on and facilitate the promotion, management, 


esteblishment and carrying on of the said unlawful activity, the 
said ects including, among others, (1) establishing Rita Marie 
Zurchill as a proatitute at 829 Elmwood Avenue in Buffalo, New York 
ana (7) assisting in arranging a cormercial flight from Buffalo, 


“ew York to Cleveland, Ohio, all in violetion of Sectiogs 1952 and 


2 of Title 18 of the United States Code. 


COUNT IIl 
The Grand Jury Further Charges: 


That sometime around December 16, 1972, the exact date 
being to the Grand Jurors unlmown, in the Western District of New 
York and the Northern District of Ohio, LINDA HUBER FERGUSON and 
SALVATORS A. (Sam) RINIOLO unlawfully and knowingly did aid, abet, 
counsel, command, induce and cause one Raymond Rocco Pandelli (named 
herein as a co-conspirator but not indicted ar a defendant) to 
transport in interstate commerce (that is, by automobile from Warren, 
Chio to Buffalo, New York) one Rita Marie Burchill for the purpose 
of prostitution, all in violation of Sections 2421 and 2 of Title 


18 of the United States Code. 


count IV 
The Grand Jury Further Charges: 


That sometime around December 23, 1972, the exact date 
being to the Grand Jurors unknown, in the Western District of New 
‘York and elsewhere, LINDA HUBER FERGUSON and SALVATORE A. (Sam) 
RINIOLO did unlawfully and knowingly persuade, induce, entice end 
coerce one Rita Marie Burchill, a girl who had not then attained 
her eighteenth birthday, to ge from one place to another by common 


cerrier, in interstate ccmuaerce, that ..s, by commercial airplane 


ie 


from Ruffalo, New Yok to Cleveland, Ohio, with intent that she be 


/O 


induced and coarced to engage in prostitution, all in violation 


of Sxctions 223 and 2 of Title 18 of the United States Code. 


COULIT V 
The Grand Jury Further Charges: 


That sometime during the month of December, 1973, the 
exact dates being to the Grand Jurors unknown, in the Western 
District of New York and the Western District of Pennsylvania, 
the Defendants herein LINDA HUBER FERGUSON and SALVATORE A. (Sam) 
RINIOLO unlawfully did use telephone facilities between Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania ard Buffalo, New York and unlawfully did aid, abet, 
counsel, command, induce and cause ea Female known only as "Vicky" 
to travel in interstat commerce (that is, by public conveyance 
from Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania to Buffalo, New York sometime around 
Decenber 15, 1973) with intent to promote, manege, establish, carry 
on and facilitate the promotion, management, establishment and 


carrying on of an unlawful activity -- that is, a business enterprise 


involving prostitution in violation of article 230 of the Penal Law 


of the state of New York and of Section 2421 and 222 of Title 18 

of the United States Code; and thereafter, the said Defendants 

LINDA HUBER FERGUSON and SALVATORE A, (Sam) RINIOLO, did perform 

and attempt to perform acts which would promote, manage, establish 
and carry on and facilitate the promotion, management, establishment 
and carrying on cf the said unlawful activity, the said acts 
including, among others, esteblishing the said "Vicky" as a prostitute 
at Apartment 4.01, 200 Iliagara Street in Buffalo, New York, all in 


violation of Sections 1952 and 2 of Title 18 of the United States Code. 


UNITED STATES ATTOAUEY 
WESTERN DIeTRICT OF NEW YORK 


A TRUS BILLS 


POR AL 


ced Sevt. 1979) Search Warrant 


2 all 


United States District Court 


FOR THE 


* 
— 


Western District of New York 


Unitep STATES OF AMERICA Magistrate's Docket No. ,7 
a Case No. /6// 

829 Elmvood Avenue (Lower) 

Buffalo, New York SEARCH WARRANT 


To Any Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 


Affidavit having been made before me by Special Agent RONALD LEE HAWLEY 


f has reason to believe } yemux bios xpexrsomogx 
oie ante ux pustivn' f ~~ { on the premises known as } 


829 Elmwood Avenue (Lower), Buffalo, New York 


in the Western District of New York 


there is now being concealed certain property, namely 
here deucribe property 


customer lists, personal address pooks, ledgers, files, photographs, 
written correspondence, recoris, money, bills, receipts and other 
documents and itens d 


which are fruits, instrumentalities and evidence of a conspiracy to 


here rive alleged grounds for search and setsure 
violate and violations of Title 18, United States Code, Sections 
1952 (Travel Act-Prostitution), 2421 (White Slave Act), 371 (Con- 
spiracy) and é. 


and as I am satisfied that there is probable cause to believe that the property so described is being 
concealed on the { ne | above described and that the foregoing grounds for application for issu- 
\ § | 

ance of the search warrant exist. 

ECM ) . 
place } named for the property specified, 
; ; ; { in the daytime 
jing th arrant and making the search 4 “oie : 
serving this warrant and making ch | xk ex bendshar sax bak | 
found there to seize it, leaving a copy of this warrant and a receipt for the property taken, and prepare 
n written inventory of the property seized and return this warrant and bring the property before me 
within ten days of this date, as required by law. 


You arc hereby commanded to search forthwith the { 


and if the property be 


¢ 


Dated this + | day of = |i: I a nF 24 


—aeeeeecneniemmecnctes 
' The Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure provide: “The warrant shall ciipect thet 1 be served °@ the daytime. bat if the aftdavite are positive thet 
the property is an the persun or in the place to be searched, the warrant may direct that it be serv. 4 at any time.” {fale 410) 


/ 


ae tal, 


Search Warrant 


United States District Court 


FOR THE 


Western District of New York 


. : py a 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA Magistrate's Docket No. 


Case No. IS¢o 


vs. 
Apartment 401. 


200 Niagara Street, SEARCH WARRANT 
Buffalo, New York 


To Any Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Affidavit having been made before me bySpecial Agent RONALD LEE HAWLEY 


{ has reason to believe > xbom person xt 
that he \ Sx posticak } tat { on the premises known as 


Apartment 401, 200 Niagara Street, Buffalo, New York 


inthe Western District of New York 


there is now being concealed certain property, namely 

hewe deserihe property 
customer lists, personal address books, ledgers, files, photographs, 
written correspondence, records, money, bills, receipts and other 
documents and items 


which are fruits, instrumentalities and evidence of a conspiracy to 


here give allewed grounds for search and seizure 
violate and violations of Title 18, United States Code, Sections 
1952 (Travel Act-Prostitution), 2421 (White Slave Act), 371 (Con- 
spiracy) and 2. 


and as 1 am satisfied that there is probable cause to believe that the property so described is being 
{ yeusoox 

| premises , 
ance of the search warrant exist. 


concealed on the - above described and that the foregoing grounds for application for issu- 


perros \ named for the property specified, 
{ in the daytime : | 
|, AKT WRG MAK OKA | 
found there to seize it, caving a copy of this warrant and a receipt for the property taken, and prepare 
a written inventory of the property seized and return this warrant and bring the property before me 
within ten days of this date, as required by law. 


You arc hereby commanded to search forthwith the - 


serving this warrant 2n<c making the search and if the property be 


Dated this 4 | day of iy 


! The Peters’ Rules of Criminal Peoreture provide: The warrant chall direct that & be served in the daytime, but if the effidavita are pusktive that 
the property soon the person or in the place to he searched, the Warrant may Jireet that it be served at any time.” (Rule 410) 


FERGUSON AFFIDAVIT 


Your Affiant, Special Agent Ronald Lee Hawley, 
having been duly sworn in the manner provided by law, deposes 
and says the following, to wit: 

Your Affiant has been a Special Agent of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation throughout the past six years and has 
been assigned to the Organized Crime Unit in the Buffalo Office 
curing the past five years. During the past several months, 
Tour Affiant has conducted a continuing investigation into the 
activities of Linda Ferzuson (W/F/5-18-48) and Salvatore Riniolo 
(W/M/8-28-40), both of whom reside at 829 Elmwood Avenue (Lower), 
Buffalo, New York, according to physical surveillances which 
have been conducted by Special Agents of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, who have been working with Your Affiant, the 
most recent of which was November 19, 1973. Your Affiant 
submits there is probable cause to believe that both are engaged 
in an interstate prostitution ring in violation of the laws of : 
the United States. The specific information is as follows: 

. Source I is known to Special Agent John F. McAuliffe, 
who is working with Your Affiant in this matter, to be a gain- 
fully employed citizen who has no criminal involvement other 
than the apparent violation of Section 230.05 (N. Y. P. Le <- 
Patronizing a Prostitute) as described herein. Source I has 
been a customer of the prostitution operation carried on by 


Linda Ferguson from her residence, 829 Elmwood Avenue (Lower), 


Buffalo, for approximately two years. Your Af fiant believes 

Source I to be legally reliable because of his declarations 
against penal interest as described herein, his otherwise 
respertable position in the community and the fact that Source I 
has p-cevided information in the past concerning other prostitution 
operations which have been consistently corroborated by independent 


investigation conducted by Special Agents of the Federal Burcau 


Vd 


of Investigation, 


A ee 


During the second week of Octob»r, 1973, Source I, 
in the presence of Your Affiant end Special Agent John F, McAuliffe, 
telephoned Linda Ferguson at 829 Elmvood Avenue, Buffalo. 
Source I, who used a code name, was instructed by Ferguson to 
wait thirty minutes then go to 200 Niagara Street, Apartment 401, 
Buffalo, New York. ! 
At the specified time on that date, Source I went to 
the above-mentioned address and was admitted by the prostitute 
in residence. Source I had sexual intercourse with the prostitute 
and paid her forty dollars. 
Subsequently, within the past ten days, Source I mace 
similar arrangements with Ferguson and was directed again to the 
same apartment at (209 Niagara Street. ) Then Source I had sexual 
intercourse with a cvostitete who identified herself as “Darlene,” 
who said she was from Albany and had previously worked as a 
prostitute in Boston. Your Affiant believes that this is “Joyce 
Williams" described below because she had sutures down the center 
of her forehead as did Williams augue Sadat on January 18, 1974. dd. 
Source I paid "Darlene" C-xgz@/dollars. 
On or about January 18, 1974, at approximately 11:37 PM, 
Officer Anthony Gavron of the Buffalo Police Department (who has 
since provided Your Affiant with the information contained herein) 
arrested a female who identified herself as “Joyce Williams” 
(W/F/8-15-54) and gave a home address of 75°St. Alphunsus, 
Boston, Massachusetts. At the time of arrest, this female had 
sutures running down the center of her forehead. The arrest was 
predicated upon an offer by the said Joyce Williams to engage in 
sexual intercourse and fellatio with Officer Gawron (who was then 
and there operating in civilian clothing) for the sum of $25.00. 
She was charged with Prostitution in violation of Section 230.00 


of the Penal Law of the State of New York. 


i 


i 


Subsequently, at the station house, Detective Sergeant 
Raymond Dayka (who is working with Your Affiant on this matter) 
took the following statement from Joyce Williams, who was com- 
pletely advised of her Miranda Rights: 

Williams identified a photograph of the said Linda 
Ferguson and stated that she had been contacted by Ferguson in 
Boston, Massachusetts by telephone and was directed by Ferguson 
to come to Buffalo, New York by bus for purposes of engaging in 
prostitution, which Williams did, on or about January 16, 1974, 
Williams further stated that Ferguson arranged for her (Williams) 
to stay in Apartment 401 at 200 Niagara Street and to engage in 
prostitution by appointment at that location. Williams agreed to 
split the profits on a 50/50 basis with Ferguson. Williams stated 
that she had worked as a prostitute in both Albany and Boston, 
Williams further identified a police cepartment photograph of 
Salvatore Riniolo as having been present with Linda Ferguson 
during conversation when some of the arrangements were finalized, 
After Williams had given the statement, which incriminated Riniolo 
and Ferguson, Williams placed a call by dialing Ferguson'’s tel 
phone number of 883-9186 (which Your Affiant knows/to be liste 
to Ferguson at 829 Elmwood Avenue (Lower), Buffalo, New York) 
and talked to the party on the other end. After that Williams: 
returned and refused to give any further statement. She advi: 
the officers that a lawyer was being obtained for her. 

Wherefore, Your Affiant submits that there is probable 
cause to believe that the aforesaid Linda Ferguson and Salvatore 
Riniolo have for some months past and are presently conspiring; 
to violate and have violated the provisions of Sections 1952 
and 2 of Title 18, United States Code (Interstate Transportation 
in Aid of Racketcering - Prostitution), in that they unlawfully 
did cause the said Joyce Williams to travel ka siotinies Baaton, fate 
Massachusetts and Buffalo, New York on or cbout January 16, 1974 


/@ 


ini tacan suse 


a ie 


with intent to promote, manage, establish, carry on and facilitate 
en unlawful activity (namely, prostitution in violation of Sections 
230.20 and 230.25 of the Penal Law of the State of New York and 
Section 2421 of Title 18 of the United States Code (Mann Act) ) 
and thereafter to perform and attempt to perform acts to promote, 
manage, establish, carry on and facilitate the said unlawful 
activity; and that the said suspects have conspired to violate 

and did violate the provisions of Sections 2421 and 2 of Title 18, 
United States Code by knowingly causing the transporting in 
interstate commerce (i.e. between Boston, Massachusetts and 
Buffalo, New York of a woman (Joyce Williams) ) for purposes of 
prostitution; all of which was in violation of Section 371 of 
Title 18 of the United States Code. 

And, Your Affiant believes that evidence of this conspiracy 
in the form of customer lists, personal address books, photographs, 
receipts, airline and motel bills, money, correspondence, checks 
and other documents will be found on the premises described as 
829 Elmvood Avenue (Lower), Buffalo, New York (Ferguson's residence), 
Apartment 401, 200 Niagara Street, Buffalo (temporary residence of 
the prostitute “Joyce Williams”). 

In addition, Your Affiant requests that warrants of 
arrest be issuec for both Linda Ferguson and Salvatore Riniolo 
for the above-specified violations; and, that a Material Witness 
warrant /2 issued for the said Joyce Williams a/k/a "Darlene" 
because she is believed to have given a false identity to local 


authorities and has now refused to cooperate. 


eee CCC | LAMM ALO” 
a tem niente etnietentt NN i — 


Subscribed and Sworn To 0 
Before ile This 21st Day of a 
January, 1974 at 


Buffalo, New York wt 
Pil 
United states magistrate / 7 
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UMITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
WESTERN DISTPICT OF NEW YORK 


eS Reiehemeeteeenaidien 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 


Plaintiff 
-ve- 

GALVATORE A. ("Sam") RIMIOLO, 

De fendant 
eens 

The defendant is cherged in a five-~-count is- 

dictment with various violations of 18 U.8.Cc. $@ 371, 
1952, and 2421 et seq. The defendant has moved to sup- 
press the fruite of searches at 629 Elmwood Avenue 


(lower) and Apartment 401, 200 Miegara Street in the 


City of Buffalo, conducted pureuant to two search war- 
rants issued on the same day as the searches, Zanuary 21, 
1974, by the United States Magistrate, S@wumd Merwe ll . 
The suppression hearing wes held before this csurt on 
Movember 3, 1975, and the following esonstitutes the court's 
findings of fact and conclusions of law. 

Both of the search warrants iseved in this case 
were based on identical affidavits executed by Special 
Agent Ronald Lee Hawley of the Federal Bureau of Inves ti- 


gation (FBI). The affidavit relies on information obtainud 


one 


from three diferent informers (hereafter referred to as 
Sources I, II and III). Agent Hawley was personally fanil- 
iar with Source I, but not Sources II and III, whose in- 
forwation was relayed to him by Sergeant Dayka of the 
Buffalo Police Department and Agent Taylor of the Far. 

The Gefendant argues that the search warrants 
were invalid because there was not a sufficient showing 
made for the Magistrate to find probable cause. To ans- 
wex thie argument, the court must analyse the affidavit 
to determine whether there wes sufficient iafoemation pre- 
sented as to the reliability of the three sources, and as 
to the underlying circumstances set forth by each source. 


Aguilar vy. Texas, 378 U.8. 108 (1964); Sphpehli vy. United 
States, 393 U.S. 410 (1969). 


opment 
The affidavit for the search warrants in question 


provided the following information relative to Source I: 


Source I is known to Special Agent 
John F. Mokuliffe, who is working with 
Your Affiant in this matter, to be a 
gainfully employed citizen who has no 
criminal involvement other than the 
apparent violation of Section 230.05 


2 | 


wine 


(mw. Y. FP. Le -~ Patxwonizing a Prostitute) 
as described herein. Source I has been 
a customer of the prostitution operation 


Buffalo, for approximately two years. 

Your Affient believes Source I to be leg- 
ally reliable because of his declarations 
against penal interest as described herein, 
his otherwise respectable position in the 
Goumunity aad the fact that Sounee I has 
provided infermation in the past concerning 
othee prostitution operations which have 
been consistently corroborated by indepen- 
Gent investigation conducted by Special 
Agents of the Federal Bureau of Iavestiga-~ 
tion. 


During the second week of Octeber, 1973, 
Source I, in the presence of Your Affiaat 
end Special Agent John F. Mehuliffe, tele- 
phoned Linda Ferguscen at 829 Eluweed Avenue, 
Buffalo. Source I, whe used a code nase, 
was instructed by Fergueen to wait thirty 
minutes then go to 200 Biagara Street, 
Apartment 401, Buffale, Mew York. 


At the specified time on that date, 
Source I went to the above-mentioned ad- 
Gress and was admitted by the prostitute 
in residence. Source I hed semen] inter- 
course with the preetitute and paid her 
forty dollars. 


Subsequently, within the past ten days, 
Source I made similar arrangements with 
Ferguson ané wae directed again te the sane 
apertment at 200 Miegara Street. Then Source 
I had sexual intercourse with a prostitute 
wno identified hesself «5 “Darlene,” who sald 
she was from Albany ané hed previously werked 


Ad 


ajo 


as @ prostitute in Boston. Your Affiant 

believes that thie is “Joyoe Williams” 

describ.d below because she had sutures 

down the center of her forehead as did 

Williams when arrested on January 18, 

1974. Source I paid “Darlene” sore 

than $20 dollars. Ce ee 

It ie clear from paragraph one abeve, that 
there was « sufficient statement meade as to the relie- 
bility of Source I. The fact that Source I provided 
information in the past which wae consistently corrob- 


orated by independeat investigation is contrelling. 


United states vy. Bolling, $22 F.2d 160, 164 (24 Cir. 


1975); United States vy. Sultam, 463 ¥.24 1066 (24 Cir. 
1972). 


It is aleo clear from paregraghs wro, three 
and four above, that there were sufficient underlying 
facts set forth to indicate hew Source I came by hie in- 
formation. Both Agents Hawley and MeAuliffe were work ng 
with gource I when he contacted and patrenised a prosti- 
tute through Linda Ferguson in Octeber, 1973, and this 
information was updated by additional first-hand informa~ 
tion provided by Souree I only 10 days before the search. 


Such information is clearly a basis for a finding of 


29 


~4~ 


: 
t 
: 
; 
i 

1 

| 
i 
: 
ij as “Joyoe Williams” (W/F/8-15-54) and 
t 
, 
: 
i 
i 
: 
‘ 
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probable cause. 


AQRS DA 
Source II ie identified in the affidavit as 
Joyce Williams, aleo known ss "parlene,” whe Agent Hawley 
believed was the same prostitute Source I patronized 10 
days before the search. The affidavit states: 


On or about January 18, 1974, at 
approximately 11:37 mm, Offieer Anthony 
Gawron of the Buffalo Pelice Department 
(who has since provided Your Affiant 
with the information contained herein) 
arrested a female whe identified heree) ! 


230.00 of the Penal Law of the State of 
Bew York. 


Subsequently, at the station house, 
Detective Sergeant Raymond Dayka (who is 
working with Your Affiant on thie matter) 
took the following statement from Joyes 
Williams, whe wes completely seévised of 
hex Mixenda Rights: 


ain 


Williems identified « photegramh of 
tne ea.4 Linda Ferguson and stated that 
she had been contacted by Ferguscn in 
Boston, Massachusetts by telephone and 
was directed by Ferquecn te come to 
Buffalo, Mew York by bus for purposes 
of emgaging in prostitution, which 
Williems did, om o¢ about Jameary 16, 
1974. Willieme further stated that 
Yergueon arranged for her (Williams) to 
atey im Aparrtment 461 at 200 Slegmra 
Street and te engage in presetitution by 
appeintwent at that loeation. Wililians 
agreed to split the profits on a 50/30 
basis with Perguecen. Williemse stated 
thet she hed worked ac « prostitete in 
both Albany ené Boston. Williams far~- 
ther igentified a police department 
photegrapgh of Salvatere Riniolo as hav- 
ing been present with Linda Frerygusca 
during conversation when some of the 
arrangements were finalised. After 
Willieme had given the etatement, which 
incriminated Rinielo aad Fergusca, 
Willieme pleeed « call by 
Ferguson's teleghene number of 663-9106 
(which Your Affient knowa/frem Mew Youk 
Telephone Co. Records (RIA EFM) to be 
listed to Fergusen at 629 Klaweced Avenue 
(Lower), Buffale, Bew Yeek) end talked to 
the party om the other end. After that 
Williams returned and refueed to give any 
further statement. She aé@vieed the of fi- 
cere that a lawyer wee being obtained for 
her. 


The person who prewided infoemation in this 


statement is a confessed participant in the orime charyed. 


In such a situation, the usual rules of reliability do not 


aFa 


apply. Ae stated by the Second Circuit in Poited Btates 
va Maley, 513 F.24 1191, 1204 (24 Cir. 1975)+ 

To require a showing of previous relia- 

bility by sueh a pere mn would, af in 

the case of « victia or « witness, make 

hie informetion tetally unevailable, 

despite the peculias Likelihoed of ite 

accuracy. Such information is 

removed frum a “neerar a 

that “eould easily have been obtained 

from en offhand remark heard st & asigh- 

borheed bar", as to which pricr histery 

of previding acoureate information is re- 

quired, Gpinelli v. United States, .. .. 

(Citations omitted). 
Source II a “itted to engaging in acts of preetitution in 
beth Albany ané Boston. In the affiant's report ef the 
statement made to Sergeant Dayka, Source II identified 
defendants Fergusen and Riniole by photegragh, stated 
that «he arrived in Buffalo on ox shout Jameary 4, 1974, 
and that it wee arranged foe her to stay et 200 Miegara 
Street, Apartment 401 and & engage in preetitation there. 
The officer further indicated that Source II called Linda 
Ferguson's phese number after her arrert. Mer Gate of ar- 
rival in Buffalo ané the leention of the premises ct which 
she was to stay are corroborated by the information pro- 


vided by Source I. The phome aumber che called wes know: 


ae 


Xn? 


~8- 


by the affiant's corroboration to belong to Linda Ferguson. 
The declaration against interest and the degree of cor- 


roboration between the information provided by Sources I 


ané II, as well as the independent ooxrreboration proviéed 


by the affiant, are sufficient to establish a basis for 


crediting the repert of Source It. mained Jentee 2. RARA 
403 U.S. 573 (1971); United States v, Miley, SURES: 


Finally, the information regarding Ferguson's prone call 
to Source II, while Source II was still in Massachusetts, 


provides the federal element of the offenses under inves- 


tigation. United states v. Brouillette, 478 ¥.24 1177 
(Sth Cir. 1973). 


The information provided by Source III was re~ 
lated to the affiant by a Special Agent ef the FBI. The 
affidavit states: 


During late 1972, Source III was mrought 

to Buffalo from another state for pur- 
poses of engaging in prostitution. source 
III was taken to Linda Ferguson and 
Salvstore Riniolo (whose photegraphs sho 
identified subsequently), both of whom were 
then living together at 829 Eluwood Ave., 
Bufvalo. source III remained in Buffeic 
approximately one week working as & prroeti- 
tute for Ferguson and Riniolo. From conver- 
sations and first-hand observations during 


Ab 


win 


this period, Source III was able to re- 

port that Riniolo acts as Linda Ferguson's 

pimp and is the manager of the Ferguson 

operation, actually having contact with 

the prostitute in residence. 
This information, standing alone, could not provide a 
basis for a finding of probable cause because it refers 
to a period of time more than a year prior te the date 
of the affidavit. Schoeneman v. United States, 317 F.2d 
173 (D.C.Cir. 1963). However, this information was cor- 
roborated and updated by gources I and II. Among other 
things, Source I said that he had been a customer of the 
Ferguson operation for two years. The address given as 
the residence of Riniolo and Pergusen by Source III is 
corroborated by the independent investigation of the FBI 
by surveillance as late as Nevember, 1973. Moreover, 
Source III's information provides general background about 
the criminal activity of the defendants, and this may be 
considered by the Magistrate as one important element of 
probable cause. United States vy. Txamunti, 513 F.2d 1087, 
1101, n.19 (24 Cir. 1975), gest. denied, 423 ¥.8. 832 
(citing United States v. Hargis, supra, 403 U.S. at 583). 

Source III's reliability is based on the fact 


that her information was corroberated, as set forth abeve; 


ol 7 


-16- 


that her statements were a declaration against interest, 
and that she testified te the same facts before a federal 
grand jury. In the affidavit, she is said to heve ad- 
mitted working as | prostitute fer ene week late in 1972. 
This declaration against interest carries its own indicia 
of oxedibility suffieient ger a finding ef puthable canes. 
Hegxis, gupga, at $53. The fact that Seures III testified 
under cath befere a federal grand jury way not of itecif 
be a basis for exedibility but, whee her indeguation is 


corroborated as it has been hege, it may at least be con~ 


sidered as an indicia of credibility. fgg dguee.v. United 
Staten, 416 ¥.24 467, 473 (Sth cis. 1969), gums. dented, 
397 U.8. 907 (1970). All ef the above leads te the con- 
@lusion that the Megietxate was cowrest fa tinding Sources 
IIr was reliable. 

The Gefendant argues that ewwe Af Sawa + oc preba- 
‘is ek: eee nee aes teece wae we 
connection shew between the items sought om the prenisae 
to be searched. Thies argument relies on the gact that sone 
of the sovrees of infecmation wide referenve te any persona) 
obee: wetion of the iteme on the premise: te be eoarehed. 


This argument ie witheut megit. Bapending em the nature 


ae ee 


of the crime and the iteme being sought, the connection 
may be made on grounds ether than pereonal observation. 
United States v. tacarg, 430 F.2d 1081, 1088 (9th cir. 
1976). It wae entirely reasonable, undes the ecixveun-~ 
stances cf this case, for the Magistrate te conclude that 
the items sought were beidag utilised se eagwy out the 11- 
legal activity. United States vy. Saher inam, 442 F.2d 1352, 
1355 (2d Ciz. 1971), gout. dented, 403 U.8. 919. Adadi- 
tionally, the description of the items wae garticular 
enough becanee 


amare {Lung 
JEG, BERER- at 4732 Sohkseh AEANG, 0. 
37% f. Sage. ry ov 
ow eR or 


4). 

Similarly, the defemiagt’s equate that the 
warrants fuiled te adequately deseribe the pramisee suet 
be rejected. the deseripticns of the proniese ap Apartment 
401, 200 miagars Strect, nuffale, new Yesk, and 629 Blereod 
Avenue (Lowex), Buffalo, Wer Yosk, are sufficiently particu- 
lax te mest the standard set ferth in Ueited Betas vy. 
Steele, Be. ), 367 U.S. 498, SOB (2025), that it is 


<9 


sufficient if the description is such thet officers with 
a search waryant ean with reasonable effert ascerteis 
and identify the plase intended. Furtheruere, & © 
description similar to the ones in this enese was upheld 
in United states vy. Gomes, 42 ¥.R.D. 347 (8.D.H.¥. 1967). 

Therefore, for ail ef the afereeaid reasont, 
the court finds that probable cause fer the search exis- 
ted, and that the items were eeised pregerly. ‘The éefen- 
Gant's motion to suppress is denied. 


So orGared. 
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Buffalo, New York 

Friday, October 15, 1976 
(A jury was duly impaneled and sworn.) 
(Two alternate jurors were sworn, ) 

THE COURT: Mr. O'Keefe, you may make an opening 
statement on behalf of the United States. 

MR, O'KEEFE: Thank you, Your Honor. 

Good morning, Mr. NeMoyer, Mr. Carney, ladies 
and gentlemen of the jury. I would like to introduce 
you to Mr, Richard Endler, who will be assisting me on 
the case, 

The defendant, Salvatore Riniolo, is charged here | 
| with five different counts of violating the anti- 
prostitution lews of the United States. Most of these 


counts require that interstsete facilities be used; that 


prostitutes be induced or caused to be traveled in inter- | 
state commerce for purposes of prostitution. | 

| I should tell you, and the Court will instruct | 

| you as a matter of law, that an Indictment is not evidence. 
It is merely the method by which the Government advises | 


| 


the defendant of the charges against him so that he may 


| defend himself. 
Now the first count alleges that between June lst, 


| 1972, and January 31, 1974, the defendant, Salvatore 


ker 


( 


( 


Riniolo, conspired with one Linda Ferguson, Carol Berber, | 
Betty Grand a/k/a "Sammie", Mamie Harris and Raymond 
Pandelli, who violate certain other laws of the United 
States. 

Now, when you have a conspiracy, you are conspir- 
ing to violate some other laws of the United States, and = 
particularly, other laws named hexe, Sections 1952, 2421, 
2422, 2423 and 2 of Title 18 of the United States Code. 
And Riniolo is charged with agreeing with one or more 
of his co-conspirators to violate, so to speak, the anti- 
prostitution laws, and all these statutes refer to pros- 
titution. Of course, these are not local violations, be- 
cause all of the Federal laws require either the use of 
an interstate facility, such as the telephone, a bus, 
an airplane or actual traveling or causing someone to 
travel, 

And then conspiracy is not complete until some 
overt act, some act is taken towards completing that 
conspiracy in furtherance of that conspiracy. Now that 
is the general charge. 

The Indictment charges specifically that it was 
part of a planned conspiracy that Riniolo and one or 
more of the other named people would use facilities in 
interstate commerce or to travel or cause others to 


travel in interstate commerce to promote the business of 


pe 


prostitution and that said business of prostitution was 
in violation of other laws of the United States and/or 
of the State of New York, and that once an interstate 
facility was used or the interstate travel caused, 
Riniolo or any one or more of the other named co-conspirator| 
would perform or attempt to perform some other acts in 
furtherance of the business of prostitution. 
Under Count 1 again, the conspiracy count, the 
Indictment specifically charges that the defendant, 


Salvatore Riniolo, together with one or more of the 


other named co-conspirators, conspired to transport 
women, or caused women to be transported, in interstate 
commerce for purposes of prostitution, debauchery, and 


other immoral purposes. 


The conspiracy count then specifically alleges 


that Salvatore Riniolo, together with one or more of 

the other named co-conspiretors, did conspire, induce, 
entice, and cause women and girls to travel in interstat 
commerce for purposes of prostitution, using common 
carriers such as airplanes, buses and trains. 

And finally, the conspiracy count specifically 
alleges that Salvatore Riniolo, together with one or 
more of the other named co-conspirators, conspired to 
induce, entice or coerce a female under the age of 


eighteen to travel by a common carrier in iaterstate 
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peaneer EXAMINATION 
| 
| BY MR, O'KEEFE: 


Q Mr. Holmes, can you tell us where you are employed, sir? 


| 
| 
lA I am a Special Agent with the FBI. I am presently ment 
| to Headquarters, Washington, D. C. | 
Q How long have you been so employed, sir? 
A Approximately eight years. 
la And directing your attention to January of 1974, were you | 
at that time employed in the Buffalo Office of the FBI? | 
|\A Yes, sir, I was, | 
|Q And on the 21st of January of that year, were you assigned | 


to conduct a search? 


| 
|Q Mr. Holmes, I show you what has been marked for identifica 
| 
| 


tion as Government's Exhibit 1, and I ask you if you can 


identify that for us, please? 


A Yes, sir. This is a search warrant for the premises lo- 
cated at 829 Elmwood Avenue. 

MR, NE MOYER: Your Honor, I object. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

MR, ME MOYER: Thank you, Judge. 


MR, O'KEEFE: Could I know what the | 


basis of the objection is? 

THE COURT: Will counsel approach the 
side bar. 
aS 


i lA Yes, sir, I was, 


MR, ME MOYER: All right. I have no 
other questions. 

THE COURT: Anything else from this 
witness? 

MR. O'KEEYE: No further questions. 

(Witness excused.) 

MR, O'KEEFE: I would like to recall 
Ronald Hawley. 

THE COURT: Mr. Hawley, you sre reminded 
thet you have already been sworn in this case 
and you remain under oath at this time. 

Go ahead, Mr. O'Keefe. 

RONALD L. BRAWLEY, 
recalled as a witness by the Government, having previously 
| been sworn, testified further as follows: 
FURTHER DIRECT EXAMINATION 


| 
i 
BY MR. O'KEEFE: 


| Q Mr. Hawley, you have already testified about the original | 


two tapes which are Government's Exhibits 14 and 14-A, 
and about the transcripts thereof which you caused to be 
made, Government's Exhibits 22 and 22-A. 

Now I show you Government's Exhibit 23, and I ask you 
if you have had that aveilable to you to listen to? 
Yes, I have. 
And I show you Government's Exhibit 24, and I ask you if | 

3b : 


| 
‘ 
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FURTHER CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR, NE MOYER: 
Q Mr. Hawley, I understood you to say you heard several 
different female voices on that tape? 
A No, Mr, NeMoyer, I said there were several different 
voices on the composite. 
Q Did you recognize any of these female voices, sir? 
» me. 
MR, NE MOYER: Thank you. I have no 
further questions. 
(Witness excused.) 
SErrTry 2. Saar 
called as a witness by the Government, being first duly sworn, 
testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR, O'KEEFFE: 
Q Mrs. Grand, can you tell us where you reside? 
A Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
Q Mrs. Grand, are you known by any other name but that of 


Betty Grand? 


Yes. My nickname is Saumy. 
"Sammy''? 
Yes, 


How long have you been known by the name of “Saumy''? 


> © >? ££ 


Since I have been about five, six years old, 
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Referring to approximately mid-December of 1973, how were 
you employed at that time, Mrs, Grand? 

I was 4 madam. 

You were a "“msdem''? 

Yes, 

You were running a house of prostitution? 

Yes, I was, 

Where were you running that house of prostitution? 

In Pittsburgh. 

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania? 

Yes, 

Referring to that same time, mid-December of 1973, did 
you have occasion to have a series of telephone conversa-~- 
tions with someone in Buffalo, Mew York? 

Yes, I did, 

And who was that that you had these conversations with? 
Ginger. 

Was that a women? 

Yes, 

Did you come to find out that Ginger was known by any 
other name? 

Yes, 


What other name was Ginger known by? 


Linda -- I can't remember the last name -~ well, Ferguson, 


Linda Ferguson? 


did you happen to know Linda or "Ginger"? How did 
come to know her? 
called and introduceé herself to m, 
Have you ever met her personally? 
No, 
So she called you over the telephone in Pittsburgh and 
introduced herself, is that correct? 
Right. 
Do you ki ‘ow she got your telephone number? 
I believe it was through a madam in Wilkes-Barre, Pennsyl-+ 
vania, Lisa. 
A madam in Wilkes-Barre by the name of "Lisa? 
Yes, 
Did you have occasion to check with that madam? 
I believe I called her to verify it, yes. 
Why would you call to verify thie? 
Well, I didn't know who I was talking to, She could have 
been anybody, -She could have been a police officer. 


MR, NE MOYER: Your Honor, I object 


THE COURT: You are a little late, Mr. 
NeMoyer, I will strike it out. The jury will 
disregard the last part. 


MR, NE MOYER: I just didn't want any -- 


a? 


TBE COURT: No speeches. I will 
sustain the objection, but you have made it 


too late. 


The jury will disregard what the 


operation of the witness’ mind was or why she | 


called Lisa. 


tio:z:? 
A Yes, 
MR. NE MOYER: Your Honor, I object 
also to him asking this witness whet was in 


the mind of somebody else. 


tion. Strike it out. However, the witness 
may give the conversation which she hed with 
this person who called her on the telephone 
and introduced herself as Ginger, and that I 


will take, subject to connection, and you may 


to strike. 
Q Can you tell us who originated the series of telephone 


1 calls on December 3? 


| A Well, the calls started before then, and that was when 


she called and introduced herself to me as Ginger, and 


the purpose of her call was that she was short of girls 


Q Did Linda call for purposes of the business of prostitu- | 


have an objection, and I will reserve a motion 


THE COURT: I will sustain the objec-| 


| 
| 
H 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
1 


| 
| 
| 
i 


\ 
| 
| 
{ 
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and asked me if I knew anybody that would be interested in| 


i 
y 


wotking for her. 

By "girls," do you mean prostitutes? 

Yes. 

During these calls which you testified took place in mid- | 
December, 1973, did you have occasion to talk about a girl 
named '"Vickie''? | 
Yes. | 
And can you tell us what you said to Linda, or Ginger, and 
what she said to you about Vickie? 


{ 


I can't remember word for word, but I can give you the 


phone calls as close as possible. in our call about Vickie, 


f 


we were talking about what a good worker she was. And I 


| 
| 
said to her, “How is my Vicki,” because this is how I re- 


ferred to any girl whoever worked for me, and the conver - 


} 


sation was -- well, there were several conversations over 


| 
Vickie, because she had owed me some meney that I had lent 
her personally, and one of the calls was concerning her | 


collecting the money that Vickie owed me for personal items. 


| 
Another call was to tell me what a tremendous worker she | 


was, and I agreed and said, "Yes."" I believe after that 
she even called me to see if she could get Vickie back, 
aad I said, "Well, you know, if she comes around or if she 


calls me, I will ask her to re-book in with you.” 


Was Vickie working for Linda at that time in Buffalo? 


Y/ 
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A Vickie worked for me the first week in December, and then 
sie went to another place in Pittsburgh, and then -- 

MR. NE MOYER: Your Honor, I object to 
him asking this witness what somebody else was 
doing in Buffalo, if she is not there to see it 
or hear it herself. 

THE COURT: That is a matter for cross+ 
examination as to whether she knows. The wit- 
ness may only be asked what she knows. If she | 
had a conversation with Linda or Ginger, that 
may be elicited subject to a motion to strike, 
and subject to connection. 


Was Vickie known by any other name? 


Vickie's first name was Crystal, I have no idea wnat her 


last name was, 
To the best of your knowledge, where was Vickie from? 
Well, I would assume from talking to her that she was from 
Cleveland. | 
MR. NE MOYER: Your Honor, I object. 
THE WITNESS: And then after that -- 
THE COURT: Wait a minute. 
MR. NE MOYER: I will object to any 
assumption. 


THE COURT: I will strike out the 


assumption. The jury will disregard the wit- 


Yor 


ness’ assumption. 


To you know, in fact, where she was from? 


Yes, sir. Eventually, I found out she was from St. Louis, 


Missouri, 

Did you have occasion to see Vickie prior to her going ba 
Buffalo? 

Yes, I did. She come over to explain to me that she didn't 
have the money to pay me, and she was going to Ginger, and 
she would arrange with Ginger to send me my money, and 
that is how one of the phone calls were involved. 

Mrs. Grand, can you tell us how long you were a madam? 
Several years, 

In the course of being a madam, did you ever hear the 

term "trick"? 

Oh, yes. It is very common. 

Can you explain for us what the term "trick" means? 

The term "trick" is considered a customer that comes to 

a house of prostitution, selects a girl, goes in the 
bedroom with him, and the act of committing sex is con- 


sidered turning a trick. 


So a "trick" is used in two different ways? 

A "trick" is used to classify the customer as a trick. 
You know what the word "madam" means? 

Keeper of a house. 


Do you know what the vord "pimp" means? 
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Jaa ¢ open it? 
Yos, please. 


yes. This is the tape I listened to. 


SS — 


Now the conversetion we referred to earlier between you 
and a woman that is known as Ginger, or Linda, relative to 
Vicki, did you hear that conversation on the tape record- 
ing? 

A (Did T hear that particular conversation? 

Q Yes, 

A Yes, 

And did you recognize your own voice? 


Yes, I did, 


oO PF 2 


Did you recognize the voice of the person that you had 


| A Yes. 

| Q With regard to Linda, or Ginger, did you ever refer any | 
other girls to her for purposes of prostitution? 
| A I pessed her number on to several girls. | 


Q Can you give us an estimate of the number of girls you 


| 
referred? 
| A I would estimate thirty to forty girls. 


THE COURT: You gave Miss Ferguson 


the names of thirty or forty girls? 


| A No, I didn't give Miss Ferguson anything. I gave the 
| ' 


girls the number. 


| known as Linda, or Ginger? 


“¢ 


{ 


Q 


( 
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clothes on his back. 


THE COURT: Go ahead, Mr. O'Keefe. 


DIRECT EXAMINATION CONTINUED 


BY MR. O'KEEFE: 


Do you know of any terms that prostitutes might use to 
refer to their pimp other than "pimp"? 

Sure. Some of them call their pimp “Sugar Daddy," and 
some of them call them, "my friend," but the most known 
words for a pimp is "my old man.” 

In talking to Miss Ferguson over the phone, did she ever 
make that reference to you? 

Oh, yes. 

That she, in fact, had an “old aan"? 

Yes, definitely. 

Did she ever give you his name? 

I can't honestly remember. I think it was mentioned 

once in all of our conversations in all of the time that | 
I talked to hex. Most of the time it was like "my old | 
man,"' or, you know, “my friend." "You know who I mean," 
referring to her “old man." 

Did she ever use a name? 

I can recall once, 

And what was that name? 

All she ever said was "Sal." 


MR. O'KEEFE: Thank you. I have no 
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stand by and come back at 2:15, please. 
(Witness temporarily excused.) 
THE COURT: Call the next witness, 
Mr. O'Keefe. 
MR. O'KEEFE: I call as my next wit-— 
ness Flora Elaine Burkhart Majusick. | 
1 FLORA BURKHART MAJUSICK, 
called as a witness by the Government, being first duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR, O'KEEFE: 
Q Mrs. Majusick, where do you reside? 
| A At Route 4, Box 217, Crescent Road, Saint Clairsville, 
Ohio. 
| Q Did you reside there in the spring of 19727 


A Yes, sir. 


| 

| 

| Q Directing your attention to approximately April and 
| May of 1972, did you have occasion to travel to Buffalo, 
\ New York? 


| A Yes, sir. 


| 
Q And how did you get to Buffalo, New York, from Ohio? | 


| A By bus. 

Q Do you recall what bus you took? 
A Greyhound. 

| Q Greyhound bus? 


Ab 4 


What was your purpose for coming to Buffalo? 
For the purpose of prostitution. 

For the purpose of prostitution? 

Yes, 

For whom were you to work in Buffalo? 


Linda Ferguson, 


And how did you arrange this employment from Miss Ferguson? 


| 


By telephone -- a friend gave me her name, and I called 
her and made a booking. 


Can you tell us what the term "booking" means? 


Well, I called her to find out if she would use me. That 
| 


| 
| 


is a booking. 

Did she, in fact, book you, then? 

Yes. 

And for what period of time did she book you? 

One week. 

For one week? 

Yes, 

Did you bring anything with you this morning? 
(No response.) 


Did you bring a book with a telephone number in it? 


> > ©) F > £0 > © 


No, I forgot it, but I brought the picture. 


All right. Just hold onto it. 


> © 


Okay. 
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| Q 
A 
| Q 
la 
| Q 
| A 
| Q 
A 
| Q 

A 
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Do you recall what your phone number was in Ohio? 

The srea code also? 

Yes, 

Area Code 614-546-3874, 

I show you what is marked Government s Exhibit 26 in evi-| 
dence, and I refer you to Page 6, and I ask you if, in | 
fact, that number in Adena, Ohio, is your number? 

Yes, sir. 

And the top of this page says, "August, '72," is that 
correct? 

Yes, sir. 

When you got to Buffalo by Greyhound bus, where did you ga? 
Well, I caught a cab and went to the house that she occu- | 
pied, | 
Do you remember what street that house was on? 

Elmwood, I think. 

And do you recall what the number of the house was? 

I think it was 829. 

829 Elmwood Avenue? 

Yes. 

And that was in Buffalo, right? 

Yes, sir, 

And at that point did you meet Miss Ferguson? 

Yes, 


And did you have a discussion with her? 
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Yes. She explained the business to me and things like 


that. 


i 


Did you discuss prices that would be charged? 
Yes, sir. 

And what did she tell you the prices were? 

At that time I think it was twenty and up. 
Twenty and up? 

Right. 

Did she discuss what the split would be with you? 
Fifty-fifty. 

You split it right down the middle? 

Yes, sir. 


Did she charge you anything for board and room? 


f 


No, sir, not that I remember, 

You worked for Linda Ferguson for one week, is that correct? 
Yes, 

Did you work for her on any occasions thereafter? 

Yes, sir. I worked for her a total of three times. 

And each time would it be for a week? 

Yes, 

Was there one time when she wanted you to work two weeke? 
Yes. That was the last time I was there. 

Why didn't you work the two weeks? 

Money was bad, and I felt like I could do better elsewhere, 


Did she have another girl working for her at that time? | 
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Yes, There was two girls, myself and another girl, 
And you felt there wasn't enough work for the two girls? 
Yes, sir. 
Can you recall approximately the last time you worked for 
Linda? 
The last time was July 24th, 1972. 
Why do you recall that particular day? 
Well, because it was wy birthday. I just turned twenry- 
six, and she had a birtnday party for me. 
Did anything happen at that birthday party? 
Well, I have a picture here that was taken of myself and 
her mother and her daughter. 
And this picture, which I am going to mark Government's 
Exhibit 28, is a picture of yourself? 
Myself, Linda's mother and her daughter. 

(Government's Exhibit 28 marked for 

ident ification. ) 

And is there some writing on the back of it? 
Yes, sir. It says, "Linda's mother and Kim." That is 
her daughter, and it just says, "My party." 

THE COURT: Can you step up to the 

bench for a moment, please? 


(Off-the-record conference at the 


(In open court.) 
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DIRECT EXAMINATION CONTINUED 

BY MR, O'KEEFE: 

Q Now after the first time you worked for Linda for a totel 
of three times, is that correct? 
Yes. 
And each time for a week? 
Yes. 
After the first occasion that you worked for her, who 
set up the second occasion? Did she ask you, or did you 
ask her? 
That is a little hard to remember. Well, the way it goes, 
you know, like you ask, "Would you like for me to come 


back?" And if she was satisfied with your work, then she 


{ 


would say, "Yes," and then she would give you another 
booking. 

After July of 1972, did Linda call you at any time there- 
after and ask you to come to work for her? 

Yes, sir. 

You didn't work for her after that? 

No, 

Did Linde know where you lived? 

Yes, sir, she did. 

How did she know? 


She had my telephone number at my mother's, at home. 


as + 6 ff BS ff S&S 


Do you know what a "trick" is? 


5/ 
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Yes, sir. 
When a "trick" called the house at 829 Elmwood Avenue, 
could you tell us what took place at that time? 
Well, she would tell bim what time to come over, and then 
she would usually tell us, you know, how much he would 
spend and what kind of a party he would get. 
While you were here in Buffalo, did you have occasion to 
meet Sam Riniolo? 
Yes. 
Do you see him here in the courtroom? 
Yes, sir. 
Would you point him out, please? 
He is the gentleman in the middle. 
MR, O'KEEFE: Let the record reflect 
that the witness has identified the defendant. 
THE COURT: The record will so indi- 
cate, 
When you were having these conversations with Linda about 
the trick and coming over and the price and all, was Sem 
ever present? 
Yes, At that time Sam was there practically all the time, 
You say "practically all the time." Did he sleep there? 
On occasions, 
Was he there each evening or each morning or what? 


Well, most of the time he was coming in the latter part 
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of the afternoon until, you know, we closed, and somet imes 


{ 


he would stay all night, and then other times he would gO | 
home, 

Now you say he would stay all night? He would stay with 
Linda? 

Yes, 

When you first met Sam, how did Linda introduce him to yout? 
She said that was her old man. 

Did that term have any significance to you? 

Yes, Tome, that is her man, her pimp. ‘That is her 
"people," you know, 

When it came time to depart Buffalo, what arrangements 


did you make to get back to Ohio? 


f 


Well, like the night that I was going to leave, I would 
call the bus terminal and find out what time the next bus. 
would be leaving for Wheeling, West Virginia. 

And that is the closest point to your place? 

Yes, 

Was Sam ever present when you called the bus company for 
your reservations? 

Yes, sir, 

Let me ask you this. How much money did you make the 
first time you were up here? 


It is kind of hard to remember, but I think, you know, 


like it was an average of, like, three hundred a week. 


Q Three hundred a week? 


> 


Yes. 


Q ould that mean that Linda also got three hundred? 
A 


Yes, sir. 


© 


How about the second time, or did each time average three) 


hundred? 


A No. The last time I was here, and like I said, money was 
very bad, and that is why I wanted to leave. | 

Q Linda would get half of this and you would get half, | 

| right? | 

Yes, sir. 

Did Linda own a car? 

No, sir. | 

Did Linda have nice clothes? 

No, sir. 

Do you remember an incident about clothes? 


Yes, sir. 


Would you tell that to us, please? 
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Well, the house that Linda occupied had been sold, and 
she had to go and see about an apartment. And she | 


borrowed my clothes and some of my jewelry so she would 


look presentable, because the building that she was 


going to was a high-class building, you know, a very 


nice building, and she wanted to look presentable, | 


Q Did Linda have enough money to run the basic expenses of | 


: ad | 


{ 
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the house? 


MR. NE MOYER: Your Honor, I'm going | 


to object. 
THE COURT: Sustained. 
THE WITNESS: Sometimes. 
THE COURT: I have sustained the ob- 
jection to that question. 
THE WITNESS: Okay. 
Do you recall a morning that Linda did not have enough 
money to buy groceries? 
Yes, sir. 
And on the evening prior had you given her money which, 
in fact, came from your tricks? 
Yes, sir, 


How much money had you given her the evening before? 


I can't remember, but, you know, like it was about fifty | 


dollars, you know, her end, 

Let me ask you this. Did Sam Riniolo have a car? 

Yes, sir. 

What kind of a car did he have? 

A big Cadillac. 
MR. O'KEEFE: No further questions. 
THE COURT: At this point, members 

of the jury, we will recess, and we will 


resume the trial about 2:15. Now don't dis- 


ee 
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In your knowledge of the business, do pimps have sexual 
relationships with other girls other than the giris working 
for them? Do you know? 

Yes. 

They do? 

Yes, they do. 

And you don't work girls or with with gixls that have 
pimps, if you know about it, do you? 

I have always shied away from the fact because I don't 

like a pimp. I have no use for a man that is a leech upon 
a woman. | 
Did you testify on direct that the term “old man" means a | 
pimp to you? 

Exactly. It doesn't mean "husband." 

And you said that Giner used that term to you, right? 
That's correct. 

Did you have a pimp? 

No, I have never had a pimp. | 
I refer to Page 24 on Line 9, and do you recall your testi- 
mony there? | 
Yes, I do. 

And isn't it true that you, at least three times in that 
answer, you used the term "my old man's birthday," and 


“my old man''? 


That wee my legal and lewtul husband, and I picked up the | 
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terminology of “old man" from being in the business. My 
husband was not a pimp and was in no way, shape or form 
connected with this business. 

So then will you agree, Mrs. Grand, that the term "old man" 
might have a connotation other than pimp? 

When it refers to this business, no. I disagree, incon: | 
you could call your father "old man,” but that has nothing 
to do with the business of prostitution. : 
Do you agree that, at least three times on Page 24, you 
used the term "my old man,” and you weren't referring to 
your pimp? 

That's correct, because I have never been a prostitute. 

I have never supported any man and never will. 

Did you also testify on direct that Linda used the name 
"Sal" in reference to her "old man"? 

Yes. 

Would you look at Page 27, Line 207 

(Witness complies.) 

Starting on Line 20 and going through to the top first 
three lines of the next page, isn't it a fact that you 
then, in front of that Grand Jury, stated, "I don't think 
Ginger ever even said his name to me"? 

That's correct, but you see, I talked to Ginger after 

this Grand Jury statement was taken. 


You talked to her after February 7th? 
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THE COURT: Government's Exhibit 28 
will be received in evidence. 
(Government's Exhibit 28 received in 
evidence.) 
Miss Majusick, you are aware that Linda Ferguson had a 
young daughter? 
Yes, sir, 
And you were aware that she was keeping and support ing 
that daughter, were you not? 
Who was keeping and supporting her daughter, I really 
don't know, I know that her daughter lived with her 
mother. 
Were you aware that she was also supporting her mother? 
No, 
You say you worked for Miss Ferguson on at least three 
occasions? 


Yes, sir. 


And tell this jury how you got along with Miss Ferguson? 


We got along quite well. 

Did the defendant, Mr. Riniolo, ever ask you to turn 4 
trick? 

How do you mean did he ever ask me to turn a trick? 
Did he ever ask you, "I want you to have sex with Joe 


Smith"? Or did he ever say, "I'm sending Joe Smith over, 


and get some money off of him"? Did he ever ask you 


5S 


anything of that nature? 
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No. He was there, you know, when this was going on. 


He never asked you to do anything, did he? 

Ne, 

Did he ever ask you to come to Buffalo? Did he talk to 
you on the phone and ask you to come to Buffalo? 

When I talked, it was to Linda. 

Now who did you give your sistas to? 

Linda, 

And would she then, at the end of the week, count it out 
and split it up with you? 

No. It was every night. 


Every night? 


i 


Yes, 

Do you know where she put her money, physically? 

No. I don't have no idea where she kept hers. 

Do you know Mamie Harris? 

Yes. 

Do you know that Mamie Harris was in business with Linda 
Ferguson? 

How do you mean "in business with Linda"? 

Do you know Mamie Harris is a madam also, don't you? 
Yes. 


And that she had a business here in Buffalo? 


{ 


Yes, 
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"Jat 

Yes. 

Were you aware that that was a 1969 Cadillac? 

Well, I'm not familiar with Cadillacs, but I know it was 
a big Cadillac, and it looked new to me, 

You don't know one way or the other, then, what year it 
was? 

No, sir. 

Did you ever have sex with Mr. Kintolo? 

No. That was Linda's old man, and she used to get very 
jealous, and the girls had to watch what they wore around © 
him because she would get jealous, and, you know, in the 
middle of the night, you may have to pack and leave. 

She liked him, didn't she? 

She was madly in Love with hin, 

Did you know that Mr. Riniolo was in the sound equipment 


business? 


No, but I knew that he knew how to fix an irtercom systen, | 


you know, from one room to the next, where he could hear 
what was going on in the next room. 

Did he ever sell you any radios or tape decks? 

No, 

Nothing of that nature? 


No, 
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THE COURT: You can treat stipulations: 


of counsel with the same force and effect as if 


testimony to the effect of the stipulation had 
been received. It constitutes evidence in the 
case. It is a procedure which is permitted in 
order to save time from having these witnesses 
actually come in and take the oath and say that 
they can identify Mrs. Ferguson or demonstrate 
that they can by bringing her in and showing 
her to them and letting them say whether she is 
Mrs. Ferguson or not, You may 60 regard it. 


All right. Bring in the next witness. 


(Government's Exhibits 28-A and 29 


f 


marked for identification.) 
RITA BURCHILL, 
| called as a witness by the Government, being first duly sworn, 
| testified as follows: 
| DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. O'KEEFE: . | 
| Q Miss Burchill, can you tell us where you were residing in| 
December of 1972? | 


In Warren, Ohio, 


How old were you at that time? 
Sixteen. 


Can you give us your place and date of birth? 


{ 


Glencoe, Minnesota, February 26, 1956. 
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all your money to. 

You say you give all your money to him? 

You work for him. 

Where do you get this money that you give to him? 

You work for it. 

What kind of work? 

Prostitution. 

How did Raymond Pandelli come to be your pimp? 

I was working in a diner in my town where I was from, and, 
I met a guy who later on took me to Pandelli. | 
Then did you and Mr, Pandelli reach en agreement? 
Yes. 

And you became a prostitute, and he became your pimp? 
Yes. 

Was Mr. Pandelli known by any other name? 

"Chicago Louie." 

"Chicago Louie"? 

Yes. 
What was the purpose of this trip to Buffalo, New York? | 
I was to work for Linda Ferguson up here for one week. | 
And, once again, that was as a prostitute? 

Yes. 

How was this trip arranged? 


She called, and then she called again, and then called 


again while we were gone, and we both talked to her later 


on. but | 


{ 
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There were three phone calls to Warren, Ohio, is that 
correct? 
Yes. 
She called him; she called while he was gone; and she 
called the third time? 
Yes. 
Now on the third occasion, did you have occasion to speak 
to Mre. Ferguson? | 
Yes. 
And did Mr. Pandelli also have occasion to speak to her? 
Yee. 
What did she say to you, and what did you say to her? 
We just introduced ourselves, and I asked her what kind 
of clothes she wanted me to bring, and we were looking 
forward to meeting each other. 

THE COURT: Did you go by any other 


name, professionally or otherwise? 


THE COURT: What name did you use? 
Mitzi Hill. 
Where did you get that name "Mitzi Hill"? 
From Randy Pandelli. 
Do you recall the address where you were staying in 
Warren, Ohio? 


116 Atlantic Avenue, 
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Exhibit 11, Page 2, end I ask you to look at the bottom of 
the first paragraph and see if that helps you recall the 
phone number? 

That is the phone number at the Atlantic Avenue address. 
What is that phone number? 

Do you want me to read it? 

Yes. 

354-4735. 

Miss Burchill, directing your attention down to the iast 
paragraph, the fifth line, would you look at that and see 
if that helps you refresh your recollection? 

That is the farm telephone number. 

Whet is that number? 

847-8289. 

Did you, in fact, take this trip to Buffalo? 

Yes. 

And where did you go when you got to Buffalo? 

To 829 Elmwood, 

829 Elmwood? 

Yes. 

Whose residence was that? 

Linda Ferguson's. 

Wes that "Upper" or "Lower"? 

"Lower." 


At that time you were using the name Mitzi Dole, is that 


oy 
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correct? 

Yes. 

Who did you meet when you got to 829 Elmwood? 
Mamie, 

Mamie? 

Yes. 

Can you describe Mamie for us? 

She is a Negro, an older woman. 

What was her profession? 

She was ea madam. 

She was a madam? 

Yes. 

Did she tell you what she was doing there at that point? 


She said that her house had gotten busted and that she waa 


helping Linda in her business, <r something like that. 
Did you then have occasion to meet Linda Ferguson? 
Yes. 

Can you tell us what she said to you at that time and what 
you said to her? | 
We just introduced ourselves, and she had gotten venous 
and had brought them into the kitchen, and we ate supper, 
and that is all I can remember. 

Did you have a conversation relative to your prostitution 


activities? 


Later on in the evening. 
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Would you tell us what she said to you at thet time and 
what you said to her? 
She explained to me that her customers had to call first, 
and then if she wanted them to come over, then she would 
tell them to come over, and in that way, she would know 
who was there or who was at the door. 
Did she tell you anything about prices? 
Well, after they had called and she would tell me how 
much each one was. She said each one was different. 
Did she tell you what the split would be? 
Half. 
"Half" for you? 
Yes. 
And half for Linda? 
And half for Linda, 
How long did you stay at 829 Elmwood Avenue? 
One week, 
During the time that you were at Elmwood Avenue, did you 
meet the defendant, Salvatore Riniolo? 
Yes. 
Could you point him out for us, please? 
Yes. He is sitting right over there. 
MR. NE MOYER: I had a previous 
objection regarding identification, but I 


won't go into it in front of the jury. 


Go 
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THE COURT: All right. I will take 


i 


care of that when I let the jury go for the 
day. 
MR, NE MOYER: All right, Judge. 
THE COURT: The record may show that 
she pointed out the defendant. 
And when did you meet Mr. Riniolo? 
A couple of nights after I was at Linda's. 
How many times did you see him during the week that you 
were there? 
Maybe three or four times in the evening. 
He was mostly there in the evening? 


Yes, 


t 


Did Linda ever show you any customers’ cards that she had) 
there? | 
I just saw the file cards. | 
Did you have occasion to look at those cards? 

No, 

When these customers would call up, where was the phone 
in the house? 

Looking at the couch from where I am at, it was on the 
right-hand side, on the end table, 

Were you ever there when the customers called up? 


Yes. 


Was Mr. Riniolo ever there when the customers called up? | 


a7 


I don't rewember. 

You can't rece11? 

No, 

Did you ever talk to Linda Ferguson about Raymond Pande 11li? 
Yes, | 
Can you tell us about that? 

It was one night that Sam and Linda asked me -- 

MR, NE MOYER: Your Honor, if she has 
any conclusions, I wonder if she could say 
who said what. 

THE COURT: Give the substance of the 
conversation as best as you recall. 

A Sam, I remember, asked me how big Pandelli was and -- 


MR. NE MOYER: Your Honor, I object. 


Two people can ask the same question. 
THE COURT: I don't say it is impos- 


sible, but I would like you to tell us who 


asked the question, in the presence of whom, 


and the substance of what was said, 
The best that you can recall, tell us what Sam had said 


to you and what you might have said to him and what Linda 


might have said to you and what you might have said to 


her? 
Linda saked me if Raymond Pandelli was a big-time operator, 


you know, like how many girls he would have. And I said, 


oz, : 
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é "Maybe twenty-five or thirty," and that he was, you eid, 
lb a big-time operator. He had a lot of girls. 

Was that true? 

No. 


Why did you tell them that? 


> © * 


Because I wanted to build him up because the last place 


I worked I flubbed it all up, and he was getting upset 


a 
: 
i 
5 with me, so I thought I better build him up. 

| Q Did Linda at that time mention to you anything about the | 
a age of the girls that Pandelli was using? 
é A Linda hed said that she heard he had mostly under-aged 
5 girls, and she kept asking me all the time I was there 

if I was twenty-three, | 
C | Q What did you tell her? | 
A I told her I was. | 
Q But she also had said she knew Pandelli used under-aged 
girls? 


A 6 Yes, | 


| Q During this conversation, was it made clear that both 


| 


| A Yes. 
| THE COURT: What did you exactly make 
clear? How did you make it clear? 


A We had talked to her from Ohio. She knew we were driving 


i 
i 
E 
you and Mr, Pandelli were from Ohio? | 
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| 
“ i | up from Ohio. She knew when we were arriving. 
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THE COURT: All right. 
Just prior to your leaving, was there a small Christmas 
party? 
Yes, 
Will you tell us about that, please? 
Linda and her daughter and Sam and I had exchanged a gift, 
from the little girl. Linda and the little girl had a 
present for me, and Linda had one for Sam. 
Do you recall what present Linda gave to Sam at that time? 
No, I don't. 
Had she discussed this present with you? 
Yes. 
Can you tell us what she said? 
During the week I had worked there, she had asked me if 
it was all right if she turned a few tricks, because she 
wanted some money so she could hold out on Sam, to get a| 
Christmas present, something that he didn't know about. 
That she was holding out some money on Sam? 
Yes. 
Did there come a time when Sam ever talked to you about 
your earnings while you were in the house? 
The night before I left, Linda and Sam were sitting on 
the couch going over the books, where they keep track of 
everything, and when she divided it all up and took out 


room and board, and she told me what I had coming, and 
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she told me that that wasn't bad, and Sam said, "That is 
not bad for a slow week," 

Let me ask you this. Did Linda have a car? 

No, 

Did she have nice clothes? 

I hadn't seen any, 

Did she have money? 

I didn't see any. No, I didn't see any. 

Did Sam have a car at that time? 

Yes. 

Do you recall what kind of a car he had? 

A Cadillac. | 

Was there an occasion while you were here that there was | 

an ice skating party? | 

It was slow one day, and Linda asked me if I wanted to work, 
and I said, “Not really." So we went and got her little | 

daughter, and we went uptown, and she had turned a couple | 
of tricks, and I had turned a couple of tricks, and she 


used that money to get some ice skates that she was going | 


to keep for herself or give to a girlfriend or something | 
for Christmas. 

Can you tell us what arrangement you made to return to 
Ohio? 

I called the airport to find out when the flight was going. 


to leave for Cleveland, and I think Mamie and I went uptown 


aj 


to get the ticket. 


Did jou then have occasion to place a call to Mr. Pande 111i? 


Yes, 
Was anyone present when you placed that call? 

Linda. 

And did you, in fact, then fly back to Ohio? 

Yes. 

Can. you tell us what happened when you got to Cle ve land? 


Raymond and his bodyguard was there to pick me up, and 
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which I lied and said I was going to arrive an hour late. 


MR. WE MOYER: Your Honor, I object to 
anything that wes going on after she arrived, 

THE COURT: Yes. I think after she 
arrived in Ohio on her way back home, I would 
sustain the objection to that unlese it if 
offered to show that Ferguson or the defendant! 
were there, 

MR. O'KEEFE: Your Honor, can I have 


a eide bar conference? 


briefly and hear the argument on that point. 
1 Members of the jury, please withdraw 
} to the jury room. 

1 (The jury left the courtroom.) 


THY COURT: What is offered to be shown? 


t 
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i | THE COURT: I will excuse the jury 
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work for a pimp? 
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Yes. 

And there is a reference here to Exhibit 284A, your birth 
certificate? 

Yes, 

Linda never saw that birth certificate, did she, Linda 
Ferguson? 

No. 

Nobody ever saw that here in this area, did they? 

No. 

Were you treated well by Linda Ferguson? 

Yes. 

You went out with her socially? 

Yes. 


Did Linda Ferguson ever tell you that you were crazy to 


Yes. 

Did she advise you to leave your pimp? | 
She told me that I would do better by myself, but at the | 
time I was too scared to even listen. | 
Did she tell you that any girl is crazy to go out and 

work and give the money to a man, or words to that effect? 


She just told me that I could make more on my own. 


She told you that you didn't need a pimp, didn't she? 


Yes. Like I say, I was too scared to even listen to her. 


You subsequently left that fellow, whoever it was, Pande 111? 


' 
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Q You don't know one way or another? 
A Mo, 
MR, NE MOYER: I have no other ques- 
tions, 
THE COURT: Anything else for Miss 
Burchill? 
MR. O'KEEFF: No further questions. 
(Witness excused.) 
ELLY ® CAMTIE &t, 
called as a witness by the Government, being first duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR, O'KEEFE: 
| Q Miss Camiel, directing your attention to September of 


1973, did you have occasion at that time to call Linda 


Ferguson in Buffalo, New York? 


| A Yes, I did. 
Q And where had you gotten her number? | 
A Throug) a girl in Boston named Carol Williams. 
| Q And what was Carol Williams' business? 
A She was a madam. 
Q She was a madam in Boston? 
A Yes. 
Q Did you, in fact, call Linda Ferguson? 
A Yes, I did. | 
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Could you tell us what you said to her and what she said 
to you at that time? 

Okay. J told her that I was a friend of Carol's, and I 
asked her if she needed anybody to work, and she said, 
"No," at the time. 

Did there come a time shortly thereafter when you received 
a phone call from Linda Ferguson? 

Yes, 

Can you tell us what she said to you and what you said to 
her at that time? 

Okay. She called me and asked me if I was still interested 
in working, and I said, "Yes," 

Did you arrange to come to Buffalo and work for her? 

Yes, I did. 

How long after your original phone call was that? 


Say about two weeks or a week and a half. 


So the original phone call was in September, '73, Can you 


' 


tell us when you actually came to Buffalo, then? 

I think it was either the end of September or the beginning 
of October. 

When you came to Buffalo, how long did you work for Miss 
Ferguson? 

Two weeks. 

And how did you get to Buffalo? 


I took a plane, 


IS 


You took a plane? 
Yes. 


From where? 


THE COURT: 


From Boston, 


When you got here, can you tell us what you did? 
You mean after I got off the plane? 


Yes. 
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I took a cab to Linda's apartment. 


To Linda's apartment? 


Yes. 


Do you recall where that apartment was located? 


> > fb 


Niagara Street. 
Niagara Street? 
Yes. 


How long did you work for Linda? 
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Two weeks. 


Two weeks? 


Yes. 

What was the split between you and Linda? | 
Fifty-fifty. | 
Can you tell us if there was a telephone in this apartment? 
Yes. 

Was that an extension to Linda's telephone in her home? 
Yes. 

Can you tell us how things worked when you were in the 
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apartment? 


Okay. Linda would get a phone call, and it would ring ta | 
my apartment, the apartment that I was in. And I picked 
it up and would hear what was said on the other line, so 
I would know who was coming over, 

And so you would overhear the conversation between Linda 
and the customer? 

Yes, 

And you would know who wat coming over and when to expect 
them, is that correct? 

Yes. 

I show you Government's Exhibit 19, and I ask you if you 
have ever seen this before? 

Yes. 

And where did you see this? 

In Linda's apartment. 

In Linda's apartment, right? 

Yes, 

And these are, apparently, instructions to the girls, 
right? 

Yes, 

It says, "On Wednesdays and Saturdays I want the floor to 
be washed and the kitchen kept clean," et cetera? 


Yes. 


Can you recall how much you made during the two weeks you, 
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were here in Buffalo? 
Tt was approximately four hundred dollars. 
And that would mean that you got four hundred dollars and 
Linda got four hundred dollars? 
Yes. 
While you were in Buffalo, did you have occasion to meet 
Sam Rintolo? 
Yes, I did. 
And do you see him here in the courtroom? 
Yes, I do. 
Would you point him out? 
The gentleman in the middle (pointing). 
The gentleman in the middle? 
Yes. 
MR. O'KEEFF: Let the record reflect 
the witness has correctly identified the de- 
fendant. 


THE COURT: The record may so reflect, 


| 
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And how many times did you meet Mr. Riniolo while you 
were in Buffalo? 

Twice, 

Twice? 

Yes. 

Can you recall what the occasions were? 


I met him once over at Linda's house, and to the best of 


78 


138 


my .ecollection, I met him another time, and it was out- 
cide vf the apartment. 
Was Mr, Riniolo introduced to you? 
«eS, 
Wc fatroduced him? 
Linda, 
Aud did she tell you who he was and what their relation- 
ship was? 


A wo. She just introduced him to me as "Sam," 


Just ‘Sam''? 
Yes. 
llave you ever heard the word "pimp," Ellyn? 


A Yes, I heve, 


‘hat is a pimp? 
A pimp is someone who lives off a woman, who lives off of 
their earnings. 

THE COURT: Lives off of what? 
Their earnings. 
Have you ever heard the term "my old man" used? 


Yes, I have. 


Do you know what that means? 
A boyfriend. 
Does it mean "boyfriend"? 
It would mean boyfriend or husband. 


Have you ever heard it used in terms of a pimp? 
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A Occasionally. 


Q Have you ever heard other giris refer to their pimp as 


“my old man"? 


A 


Yes. 


MR, NE MOYER: I will object to tt, 


Your Honor. 


THE COURT: Frame another question. 


MR. O'KEEFE: I have no further ques~- 
tions. 


CROSS EXAMINATION 


BY MR, NE MOYER: 

Q Mies Camiel, did you during that period of time have a 
pimp yourself? 

A No, I did not. 


Q Were you supporting someone? 


> 


No, I was not. 


Q Just yourself? 
A 


Yes, 


Who met you when you came here to Buffalo? 


Lo 
A Nobody. 
| Q And you went to a certain address? 
a. Yes. 
| Q_ Did you meet a Mamie Harris at that address, do you recall? 
| a No, I didn't. 

Q Who handled 411 of your arrangements for dates? 
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A Linda, 
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Did you ever have occasion to go out with Linda and her 
daughter on personal things, you know, social things? 


A I went over to Linda's house for dinner. 


Q Did you ever go anywhere else with Linda and her daughter? 

A Yes. I went to see Linda's mother with her. 

Q Was that with Linda's daughter also? 

A Yes, 

Q Mr. O'Keefe asked you about "old man," and you have heard 
that expression used for boyfriend, husband and legitimate 
connotations, have you not? 

A Yes, 


MR. NE MOYER: I have no other ques- 


{ 


tions, 


THE COURT: Anything else of this 
witness? 
MR. O'KEEFE: No further questions. 
(Witness excused, ) 
DARLEWE BAGGETTA, 
called as a witness by the Government, being first duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR, O'KEEFE: 


| Q Miss Beggetta, have you ever used any other name? 


i| 


{ 


A Yes, I have, Joyce Williams. 
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Joyce Williams? 


Yes, 


Can you tell us your date and place of birth, Miss Baggetta? | 


11-7-56, Albany, New York. 
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Miss Baggetta, I show you Government's Exhibit 29 marked 
for identification, and I ask you if you can identify this 
document ? 

A Yes. It is my birth certificate. 

Q Miss Baggetta, directing your attention to the 18th of 
January, 1974, how old were you at that time? 


A Seventeen. 


} Q Did anything significant happen to you on the 18th of 
January, 1974? 

| A I wes arrested for prostitution. 

| Q You were arrested for prostitution? | 
| A Yes. 

| Q_ And who arrested you? 
A The Buffalo Police Department. | 
Q Where did they arrest you? 
| A 200 Niagaxe Street, | 
| G Bo you recall the epartment number? | 
la 408. 


So. 
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And what name did you use at that time? 
Joyce Williams. 
So you were arrested under the name of Joyce Williams, 
is that correct? 
Yes. 
Can you tell us why you used the name Japan Williams? 
Because I was told not to use my real name. 
Who told you that? 
Salvatore Riniolo. 
Salvatore Riniolo? 
Yes, and Harold Nelson. 
Do you see Mr. Riniolo here in the cour tr oom? 
Yes. | 
Would you point him out for us, please? | 
The gentleman in the middle. 
MR. O'KEEFE: May the record reflect | 
that she has identified the defendant? | 
THE COURT: Yes. The record may 80 
indicate. | 
When and where did Mr. Riniolo tell | 
you this? 
When I first went to Buffalo, I just understood that you 
wouldn't use your real name. 
THE COURT: What did he say to you 


about not using your name? 


ne | 


If anything ever happened where I would get arrested or 


anything like that, that I wouldn't use my real name. 
And what were you charged with at the time you were 
arrested? 
Prostitution. 
Prostitution? 
Yes, 
Where were you taken at that time? 
Buffalo Police Department. 

Buffalo Police Department? 

Yes. 

Were you allowed to make a phone call at that time? 
Yes. 


Who did you call? 


Linda Ferguson. 

How long did you remain in jail? 
One day -- one night. 

One day? | 


One night. 


Were you finally able to talk to Linda Ferguson? 


Yes. 

On the phone? 

Yes. 

What did she say to you at that time? 


She said she would contact a lawyer and to just give 
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them my name and wait for a lawyer to come over the next 


day. 
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Did she say which name you were to use? 

No, 

You finally got out, then, the next day, the 19th, right? 
Right. 

And who got you out at that time? 

Linda Ferguson. 

Now backing up, what were you doing at 200 Niagara Street? 
Prostituting. 

You were working as a prostitute? 

Yes. 


And for whom were you working? 


{ 
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MR. ME MOYER: Your Honor, I object. 
That is a conclusion. 
THE COURT: It is sustained as to form. 
MR. NE MOYER: Thank you. | 
Q Did you have an agreement with someone to work there as 


a prostitute? 


1 A Yes. 

| Q With whom was that agreement? 

| MR. NE MOYER: Your Honor, I object 
| unlees there is -- 


} THE COURT: I will sustain the objec- 


: 


tion to the form of the question. The witness 
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may be asked what conversations she had with 
anybody and the jury will determine whether 
that conversation resulted in the formation 
of an agreement. She can also tell what, if 


anything, she did following the agreement, 


woere she did it. The use of the word "agree 
ment" is conclusory. 
MR. O'KEEFE: Yes, Your Honor. 
Q Did you have a conversation with Linda ferguson about 
working as @ prostitute at 200 Nisgara Street? 
A When I first came, it was agreed that I was to go there 


and work as a prostitute, yes. It was set up thr ough 


Albany. 

It was set up through someone else? 
Yes. 

And who set it up? 

Harold Nelson. 

Who is Harold Nelson? 

He was my pimp. 


He was your pimp? 
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Yes. 


Where was he? 
In Aibany. 


He was in Albany, New York? 
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Yes. 
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When did you first learn that you were going to Buffalo 


to work for Linda Ferguson? 


The week before I went. 

And where were you when you learned that? 
In Albany. 

You were in Albany? 

Yes. 

Who picked you up at the Police Department? 
Linda Ferguson, 

Was anyone with her? 

Salvatore Riniolo. 

Salvatore Riniolo? 


Yes. 


f 


And where did you go then? 

To Elmwood Street. 

To Elmwood Street, at that address? 

Yes. 

At that address, did a conversation take place then? 

Yes. 

Can you tell us what was said to you and what you said? 
Well, they asked me -- 

Who was "they''? 

Salvatore and Linda asked me what happened and what I said. 


MR. ME MOYER: Your Honor, can I 


‘ 


object? If "they" said, who said what? 
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THE COURT: You may cross-examine as 
to which one asked her, or whether they both 
asked her, but I will ask the witness to 
differentiate as to what you recollect who 
said what. As I understand now, there were 
three people present, is that right, about 
this conversation you are testifying about? 

Right. 

THE COURT: Give us the substance of 

who said what? 
To the best of your ability, tell us what Sal said to you 
and what you said to Sal, and what Linde said to you and | 
what you said to Linda? | 
Well, Linda and Sal both asked me what happened and what | 
I said, and I told them that the police told me that | 
Salvatore would -- | 

MR. NE MOYER: I object to what the — 
police said. 

THE COURT: I will let the witness 
tell what she told them, the substance of 
what she told them. 

Go ahead. 

Go ahead, 
That I was told that Salvatore would kill me or hurt me 


if I was to say anything against him, and he Laughed, 
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Then we got to the house and they said that they were 
going for a good six years and that they expected a bust 
and that everything would be okay. 

THE COURT: Who told you that? 

Salvatore, 

Did there come a time when you had to go to court on that 
charge? 

For the prostitution? 

Yes. 

No. 

You did not? 

No. There was a court date set up, but on the 21st there 
was a warrant for my arrest as a material witness. 

(Pause in the proceedings.) 

Do you recall testifying in a Grand Jury in Buffalo on 
January 31, 1974? 
Yes, I do. 

MR. NE MOYER: Your Honor, I object 
to this. There is no showing -- 

THE COURT: I will sustain the objec- 
tion. There has been no showing that the 
witness’ recollection needs to be refreshed 
at this point. When her recollection of 
events is exhausted in any way, refresh her 


recollection by calling her attention to any 


Grand Jury testimony. 


What is the Exhibit number that you 


{ 


have in your hand? 
MR, O'KEEFE: That was Government's 
Exhibit 24, 
THE COURT: All right. Go ahead. 
When you saw Linda over at the jail, did you and Linda 
have a conversation about Sal? 
Yes, 
Can you tell us what she said to you and what you said 
to her? 


THE COURT: Mr. Riniolo was not 


4 


present in this conversation, is that right? 


‘ 


No. She told me not to worry about anything again and 


asd 
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then I asked her what was going to happen, and she said 
that they didn’t want her, that they wanted Sal and they 
didn't care what happened to her, All she was concerned 
about was with Sal, | 
I want to show you a couple of Government Exhibics, and r 
want to show you Government's Exhibit 19 and ask you if | 
you saw this when you were at the apartment at Niagara 
Street? 

I don't recall seeing that, no. 

I show you Government's Exhibit 20, and I ask you if you 


can identify that? 
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Four days, 

Four days? 

Four days, 

And then you were arrested again on the 21st, which would 
make it three days, so that would be seven days, and how 
long did you stay in Buffalo after the second arrest? 
I'm not sure, I think I was in for about three or four 
days in jail waiting -- 

That was on the second arrest? 

Right. 

But, actually, it was seven days up until that time? 
Right. 

Do you know what a "trick" is, Miss Baggetta? 

Yes, 

Can you tell us what it is? 

It is somebody that comes and pays to have whatever he 
wants done to hin. 

You mean "'sex''? 

Right. 

Can you tell us how you and Linde handled the tricks when 
you were working at the apartment? 

Well, I would stay at the epartment, and she would call and 
tell me when they were coming up, and she would describe 
them to me and tell me exactly what they were ‘nterested 


in, and hew auch, 
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And do you recall what the split was supposed to be? 
Fifty~-fifty. 

Did you, in fact, split fifty-fifty? 

No, 

Why not? 

Well, the first time they picked up the money -- Salvatore 
picked up the money. And the second time it was when I got 
picked up, and after going through everything, I didn't see 
them again. 

Nobody asked you for the money, then? 

No, 

So the first time Salvatore himself picked up the money? 
Yes, 

Was Salvatore up to the apartment on another occasion? 

He dropped a key off. 


He dropped a key off? 


Yes. 


Was that when you first arrived in Buffalo? 


Right, the first or second day. 


Outside of those two occasions when he dropped the key off 
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and when he came out to collect the money, did you see him 
on any other occasions when you were in Buffalo? 

When they picked me up from the jail the first time I was | 
arrested. 


And any other occasion? 


G2. 


up or hurt you, is that correct? 

Yes. 

Mr. Riniolo never said anything of that nature to you, did 
he? 

I didn't say he did, no. 

THE COURT: She is just telling us what 
the Buffalo City policeman told her. It is not 
received as any evidence that that statement 
was truthful. 

Mr. Riniolo never threatened you in any manner, did he, 
Miss Baggetta? 

No. 

In fact, did they laugh when you told them that that is 
what the Buffalo Police said? 

Yes, they did, 

You made reference here to your age in a birth certificate, 
and you never showed a birth certificate to anybody when 
you were up here in Buffalo, did you? 

No, 

Linda Ferguson was not aware of your real age, was she? 
I'm not sure if she was or not. 

You never discussed your age, certainly, with Mr. Riniolo? 


No, 


What name did Mrs. Ferguson use in referring to Mr. Rintiolo, 


do you know? 
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Buffalo, New York 
Monday, October 18, 1976 
9:30 a.m, 

THE COURT: You may proceed, 


DARLENE BAGGETTA, 


called as a witness by the Government, being previously duly 
sworn, testified further as follows: 
CROSS EXAMINATION CONTINUED 


| BY MR, NE MOYER: 


You are Miss Darlene Baggetta, is that right? 

Yes. 

Your home is in Loudonville, New York, which is just 
outside of Albany? 

I live in Chicago now, 

It was during the times in question anyway? 

Yes, 

When did you first get involved in this prostitution, 
Miss Baggetta? 

About December of ‘73. 

December, '737 

Yes, 

Where was that? 

I started in Albany. That is where I got involved, and I. 


went to Boston. 


PY 
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How did that come about that you went to Boston? 

It was settled through Harold Nelson and the people that 
worked with him for me to go to Boston to work, 

What name did you use in Boston? 

I'm not sure, really, what name I was using. 

It wasn't Joyce Williams, was it? 

No, 

Was it a name that Mr. Nelson gave you? 

I don't think I was using ay real name, but I can't recall 
which name I was working under, that I was using, 

Was Mr, Nelson in the practice of giving you a name to use? 
Yes, 

And what happened to you in Boston? You worked there? 
Right. 

I understand that you were robbed or something to that 
effect? 

Yes, 

And then you returned to Albany, is that correct? 

Yes. 

Did you give all your money to Herold Nelson? 

I'm not sure. I don't know if I lost it all when I was 
mugged -- well, I recall giving him something back, but I 
don't think it was everything that I made. 


Again referring to Court Exhibit 25, on Page 11, I will 


read two questions and answers: 
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Did you speak to anybody on the telephone from Albany to 
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Buffalo? 

No, I don't think so. 

You came to Buffalo from Albany, correct? 

Yes. 

Who did you meet when you arrived here in Buffalo? 

Well, this was three years ago, and I get Boston and 
Buffalo mixed up, because I don't really know if I was 

met by somebody, or if I just went up to the apartment. 

I really get both of thom mixed up. I don't know who met : 
me where, | 
You recall being interviewed on the day you were arrested. 
by two very tall agents of the FBI, Ronald Lee Hawley and 
Rex Ownby? | 
Yes. 
Do you recall telling them that you met Linda Ferguson in) 
a bar? : 
Yes. | 
But that would be untrue, wouldn't it? | 
Yes. | 
Do yuu recall being interviewed again by Ronald Lee Hawley 
and this time it would be on January 31st, 1974, by Ronald 
Hawley, in this instance, and this would be for a couply | 


of weeks after the first interview, and telling him that 


you did not make much money in Buffalo and tast you 


ie 


A No. | 
Q When you returned to Albany, you had the money, and you | 
kept it, is that rot so? 
A Thad a hundred dollars. 
| Q Whatever it was, you kept it, right? 
A Yes, but that wasn't all the money that was made at the 


time. | 


Whatever you went back to Albany with, you kept? 
Yes. 


How much do you claim you made when you were here? 
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Exactly, I'm not sure. I think it wes about, maybe two 


hundred dollars or maybe a little more. I don't know the 
exact figures. | 
Q You claim that you handed this defendant cash in hand, 
| Mr. Riniolo? 
A I remember him coming over to Niagara Street at one time 


| to pick up some money. 


| Q What did you do? What did you actually give him, if he 


came? 


| A  tIcan't remember the exact figure, but I know him I gave 


him some money in an envelope. 


| Q You gave him an envelope? 
A I think it was {n an envelope. I'm not really sure what 
{it was in, but I don't think I just handed him that cash | 


like that. 
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know whether or not to stay open, but he 
wants me to stay open." But I think that fs 
definitely -- 

THE COURT: That has nothing to do 
with the transportation of Vickie. 


MR. O'KEEFE: TI think it shows his 


knowledge and his direction of the operation, | 
and given his direction, anything that she 
does is as his agent. 

THE COURT: We are talking about 
aiding end abetting, and if he did something | 
to aid and abet, then I think it would be 
different. I believe I ought to dismiss | 
Count 5, and I will grant the motion to seat: 
on Count 5 only. 


MR, NE MOYER: Thank you, Your Honor. 


THE COURT: On the others I will re | 
dact the references to Article 230 of the New 
York Penal Law. We will deal with the Federal 
statutes, | 
All right, You may now go forward. 
Bring in the jury, please. 
(Jury present.) 
THE COURT: Members of the jury, 


Count 5 of the Indictment is no longer before. 
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Where were you born, Mrs. Ferguson? 

In Buffalo. 

Have you lived in Buffalo all your life? 

I lived in Buffalo most of my life except for when I was 
married, I lived in Silver Creek. 

Are you still married? 

Yes. 

How long did you live in Silver Creek? 

About a year, and then I came back to Buffalo. 

Have you most of your adult life Lived on the west side 
of Buffalo? 

Always. 

Were you once a madam? Do you know what the term means? 
Yes, I do know what it means, and, yes, I was. 

Before that, were you a prostitute? 

Yes, I was. I was a prostitute since I have been seven- 
teen years old. 

How did you get started as a prostitute, Mrs. Ferguson? 
X got married when I was sixteen. When I was seventeen, 
I came back to Buffalo. I left my husband, and I tried 
to go home end live with my mother, and she didn't want 
anything to do with me. She threw me out of the house, 
and I went down on Allen Street, and I wes hanging out at 
a bar where Mulligan's is now. I don't remember the name 


of it then. And I met, you know, this guy named Sam and | 
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Tony, and I can't remember the guy's name -- I think it 
was Russ. I'm not sure. 
Is that "Sam" in this courtroom today? 
No, he is not. 
THE COURT: How old are you? 
I am twenty-eight. | 
His name was Samuel LoTempio. And I didn't have any | 
money, and I didn’t have anything, and I was drinking | 
there, and I was hanging arcund the ber, and you know, | 
Sam says to me -- | 
THE COURT: Let's not have conversa- 
tions, Frame another question. 
Anyway, whenever you got rtarted, it had nothing to do 
with this defendant, did it? 
No. I didn't meet Sam until -- 
You met Mr. Riniolo sometime later, is thet correct? 


Right, correct. 


Did you meet him in the course of your bing a prostitute 
or otherwise, that you recall? 

Well, I met him when I wes working as a waitress in a 
restaurent. 

Did there come a time when you and he had a relationship | 
of prost ‘tute and customer? 


Yes, sir, 


Did he, in time, become somewhat of a regular customer? 
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Yes, he did. 


Did you have other reguler customers? 


Yes, I did. In fact -- 


THE COURT: Just answer the questions, 
Don't volunteer. If you can answer a question, 
that is fine, and go ahead and do so. i 
THE WITNESS: Yes, I had other cus- : 
tomers. Ihad this man right here (indicating) 
THE COURT: Please, Miss Ferguson, | 
let the attorney do the questioning. Don't 
volunteer information. 
_ THE WITNESS: Okay. I'm sorry. 
Did Mr. Riniolo ever persusde, induce, entice or coerce 


you to have sex with anyone? 


| 


No. He did just the opposite. 
In your presence, or to your knowledge, did he ever per- | 


suade, induce, ewtice or coerce anyone to have sex with | 


anyone else? 
| 
Did you develop a romance of some sort with the defendant, 
Mr. Riniolo? 


No, 


Yes, I did. 
Did you tell him that you loved him? 


Yes, but I told everybody I loved ther. 


Did he tell you that he loved you? 
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Did Mr. Riniolo give you gifts? 


Yes, he did. 
Did you give him gifts? 
Yes, I did. 
Did you have other customers that gave you gifts? 
Yes, I did. 
Did you give other customers gifts? 
Yee, I did. 

What kind of gifts did you give Mr. Riniolo, and what 
kind of giftr did Mr. Riniolo give you, if you remember? 
Well, he gave me a stereo, a great big stereo. It was 
really one of those long ones with the hi-fi in it, you 
know, and then he gave me a colored TV and eight-track ! 
stereo, He gave me all kinds of eight-track tapes, you | 
know. | 
Do you know what kind of business Mr. Riniclo was in? 
Yes. He had two tape stores, and later on, he had a 
collision shop. 

What kind of gifts did you give him? 

Once in awhile around Christmas I would buy him a omeiee, 


and I would buy him a shirt. One time, {I think, I bought | 


him a suit jacket. 


Did you do that sort of thing with other customers? | 
When they are good to me. 


For example, can you tell this jury the name of any eee 
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I gave him a blender with the rolls and everything to his 
mother, because she is real sweet to me. | 
And he gave you a lot of gifts, too, right? 

Yes, He bought me gifts. 

In your discussion with Judge Brieant, you said you worked 
alone up until what age? | 
Until I was twenty-four or twenty-five. I can't say 
exactly. I can't be exact on the age because of my 
operation. 

By “alone,” Mrs. Ferguson, you mean you worked as a 
prostitute as opposed to a asdan? 

I worked alone, by myself, 

What did you do by yourself? 

I was a prostitute, 

Until what age? 

Until I had my operation, when I was twenty-four or 
twenty-five. But still then after that, I would still 
turn a few tricks on my own, four or five, that is all. 
Did you go into business with somebody at that age? 

Mamie Harris. 

Can you tell this jury what your business ary ungement 

was with Mre. Harris? 

I called Mes, Harris, and, you know, I explained to her 
that I had a hysterectomy, that I couldn't work anymore, 


and that I didn't want to because I didn't feel like per- | 
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forming, and could she please help me, that I heard through 


a "trick" thet she could help me, and she said she could, | 

and she sent over a girl, and the business arrangement 

was that I give her half, that if she would send over a 

trick, I would give her half of what the trick would 

spend after I split it with the girl. 

Q For example, if a trick were to pay twenty-five dollars, 

the girl would have gotten twelve-fifty;, and Mamie would 

have gotten seven twenty-five? 

A Half of twelve-fifty -- I have to do it on paper. 

Q Your arrangement, then, with the other twelve-fifty would | 

be divided equally between you and Mre. Harris? 

| A Yes. | 

| Q Did you ever give Mr. Riniolo any money? | 

| A No, I never gave him any money, or anybcdy, you know, any) 
man any money, I gave my money to my mother to help | 
Support my daughter. I gave my money to ay bill collectors, 
and I had a lot of bills. | 

Q Did you say earlier that you had lived on the west side | 


| 


| 
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most of your life? | 
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A Right, except for one year. 
Q_ And you developed a relationship with Mr. Riniolo of sev- | 
eral years’ standing, is that true? | 
A Yes, | 


Did you get to know Mr. Riniolo's parents? 
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went in with Mrs. Harris? 

No, not at first. When I first started being a madam -- 
well, I called Mamie Harris, you know, because I didn't 
know anything about being a madam or having girls come 
from out of state. And I called her, and, you know, she 
sent over a girl, and then she kept sending over girls, 
and then finally, you know, she started giving me numbers | 
of other madams, and then I got numbers of other madams 
and other girls through the girls that were working for al, 
Did there come a time that a shurt girl came to your piace 
by the name of Mitzi Hill? | 
Yes. 


You now know her name to be Rita Burchill, and do you 
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remember when Mitzi Hill came to work for you? 

I remember Mitzi very well. She stayed for about almost 
two weeks, I think. We went ice skating together. We 
went shopping. And, you know, when she was here, we had 
a lot of fun. 

Did a feliow named Raymond Pandelli or something of that 
nature bring her to Buffalo? 

Raymond Pandelli brought her here.to Buffalo. At that 
time Mamie Harris was working in my house with me, 
Raymond Pandelli did bring Rita to Buffalo, and -- 

Do you know how she came to Buffalo, or who made the 


arrangements? 
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A I called Raymond, and I told him that I needed a girl 


because the girl that I was expecting couldn't show up, 
because, you hese, it was a holiday week end and all that, 
so I called Raywond. 

Q In any way, manner, shape or form, did the defendant, Mr. 
Riniolo, have anything to do with that? 

A No, he didn't. 

Did he know mything about what you were up to? 

No. 

Did he know that you were calling anybody? 


No, he never did. 
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Who was Raymond Pandelli? What did he do, if you know, 
for a living? 
A Raymond Pandelli is a pimp. He has been a pimp for many | 
years. He ran a farm, or whet is called the "brokerage | 
i house" in Ohio, where he would take runaway girls, and 
\ he would keep them, and you know, he would teach them | 
i the business, how to be a prostitute, and stuff like that, 


| And then he would send them out to different houses, and | 


he would, you know, bring the girls to wherever he was 
taking them. And sometimes he would pick them up, and 


sometimes they would take a plane back or a bus, or 


| whatever, 
Q He had a lot of girls working for him? | 
t 


| A Oh, yes, definitely. 
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Did you ever advise Mitzi Hill, or Rite Burchill, to 
leave Raymond Pandelli? 

Yes. In fact, when Mitzi was at my house, like I said, 
she was really a nice girl -- I liked her, you know, and 
I felt kind of sorry for her, because Mamie told me that 
Raycond Pandelli was an old man, and Rita was a young, 
pretty and nice girl, a nice personality, and I told her, 
"Mitzi, why are you with this man? You know, in the first 
place, you shouldn't be in this business at all. You are 
too nice of a girl." 

And then I told her, "Mitzi, if you have to be in 
this business, why should you have a pimp? All they are 
are leeches," I said, "I hate pimps. I hate to see a 
girl give her money to a man because she works too hard 
for it." And I told her this, you know, and she listened 
to me, and I saiu, "Rita, you know when you leave here --“ 
IT called her "Mitzi" then. I said, "Mitzi, when you 
leave here, don't go back to him. ‘Take your money and 
go home, or do whatever you want to do, but don't go back 
to him. You don't need him." 


Did you know a man in Albany named Harold Nelson? 


* Yes, 


Did you ever see Harold Neleon? 
Twice, 


t show you what has been marked Government's Exhibit 20, 
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and no sixteen-year-old-girl that I ever seen had a build 
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like Mitzi at that time. And she had all this makeup on. 
That made her look older. I thought she was of age. I 
never realized that she was sixteen years old. 

Did you ask her how old she was? 

No, I never did. 

But you thought she was what age? 

I thought she was at least eightcen or nineteen years old, 
And the way she acted and the way she dressed, no sixteen- | 
year-old girl talks like that. 

How were finances handled? What did you do day-to-day 
with the money? Where did you keep her money or things 

of that nature? 

Well, the girls would turn the trick and then they would 
come out, and they would give me the money. Then when 
they weren't looking, I would put the money in a metal 

box under the bar. It had @ lock on it, and the reason tk 
did this was because I didn't trust the girls with the | 
money. I mean, you know, like if I left the money laying | 
out there and they knew I had the money in the house, they 
might try and rip me off, and take off, because, you know, | 
girls are very treacherous, especially those with pimps. | 
So I kept the money in the metal box under the bar, and 


every Saturday night I would take the money out of the we 


We would go into the kitchen, and I would get my book, and 
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I would take the money, and I would put it out like this 
(indicating), and, you know, I would show them the book, 
and I would show them how much they made, and I would say, 
"This is your half, and thie is my half." And we would 
count it right there. We would both have pencils and 
paper, and we would both add it up so that we could both 
come out the same number, and that is how much she would 
have, and this would be my half. 

Did anyone other than you and the girls ever count that 
money? 

No, no one, just me and the girls. 

And you would split it up once a week? 


Once a week, and sometimes, like if they buy cosmetics or | 
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something, you know, I would make them, you know, go to 
the bathroom, and something like that, and I would go, and 
I would get, maybe, ten dollars out of the box, and I | 
would give it to them, but that is all. 

Did you tell the giris and lead other people to believe 
that you were broke? 

Of course. 


Why would you do that? 


Because I didn't want them to know I had money in the house, 
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and like I said, you know, I didn't trust them. 


And you can ask any madam -- every madam cries that 
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they are broke and hungry. She could have twenty thousand 


everybody I knew Christmas presents. 
You had told her that you were going to buy Sam a present? 
I told her that my daughter was going to buy Sam a present, 
And that you were stashing the money from Mamie Harris? 
Yes. You see, if Mamie knew -- 
THE COURT: Don’t volunteer information. 
The attorney will ask you the next question. 
THE WITNESS: I'm sorry, Your Honor. 

Did a girl named "Bunny" come to work with you on several 
occasions, and who now has been identified as Flora Majusick? 
Yes. 
Where did she come from, if you know? 
From what I knew, she came from Wheeling, West Virginia. 
How were the arrangements made for her to come to your 
place? 
I called Bunny. 
When she was with you, did you ever borrow clothes from 
her? 
No. I think Bunny is six foot tall, and I am only five 
foot four without shoes on, you know, and me wearing her 
clothes, they would be hanging way down to the floor. f 
had clothes, I had three closets full of clothes, plus 
I had clothes that I couldn't even fit in my closet. 


You say that you never borrowed clothes from Flora Majusick? 


No, I never had to borrow clothes from her or anybody else. 


s40 


I had so many clothes. 

Do you still have them? 

I have most of them. You know, I have beautiful clothes 
in my house, and right now, I have two closets full of 
clothes left. And I bought ay clothes, and they are ex- 
pensive. I don't buy cheap clothes. Once in awhile I 
buy a pair of bluejeans, you know, but my clothes are 
beautiful. I never use anybody else's clothes. 

You still have those clothes? 

Yes, I do. 

Are you turning any tricks now? 

No. I see a couple of men, but I do not turn tricks. 


am not hustling. 
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These clothes, then, are clothes that you had from -- 


These are clothes that I had before I was arrested by the | 


FBI, yes. 


You are on probation right now? | 
Yes. | 
And you have to watch your step, don't you? | 
Right. That is why I am not a prostitute anymore, but I | 


do out on dates with men. That is normal, I think. 


In the time in question thet we are talking about now, I 


guess June of '72 to January of '74, did you have charge 


accounts and credit cards and things of that nature? 


Yes. 


/1/ 


And did you overextend yourself, on occasion? 
Yes, too much, 

You say that you have a daughter? 

Yes, I have a daughter. 

Was your husband supporting her at all? 


My husband was not her father, no. And her father disowned 


her. He didn't even want to know her. When she was born, 


he said that it was not his child. 

You are the sole support of her, and you heve been? 

I have been the sole support of my daughter since she has 
been two and a half or three years old. 

Were you at one period of time helping to support your 


mother at the time in '72-'737? 


I was always supporting my mother. 
Were you ever supporting Mr. Riniolo? 
No, I never supported Mr. Riniolo. Look -- 
THE COURT: Just answer the question. | 
You have answered it. Let the answer stand. 


MR. NE MOYER: Thank you, Judge. 


Were you supporting Mr. Frederick Vickery? 

No, I wasn't. 

Did you, on occasion, scrub Mr. Vickery's floors, or do 
his laundry? 

Yes. 


Did you ever do that for Mr. Riniolo? 


/ Jee 
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I was never at his house. 


What did you do with the money you earned? 


' 


I paid my bills, and I had a lot of bills. You know, I 
gave money to my mother to pay her bills. I would give 

my daughter money. I paid my rent. And I had a checking 
account, and I put money in there, but I always wrote 
checks, and there never was any mone, in there because I 
always went shopping. If I had a hundred dollars, I would 
go out and blow it in five minutes. | 
How much would a girl make in a week, on an average? 

At my house? 

Yes. 


It would depend -- 


( 


An average? 
You mean before we split it up? 


Before you split up, how much would she make? 
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Before we split, maybe she would make fifteen hundred, and 


maybe she would only make a thousand. 


THE COURT: You are talking about a | 
| 
week now? 


THE COURT: How many customers did 


that comprise? 


THE COURT: For the thousand dollars, 


113 


And you went in there on almost a daily basie? 
Yes, 
And you spent about how much a day? 
T would spend at least twenty dollars, and maybe fifteen, 
you know, but at least twenty, because I would buy things 
I didn't even need. 
Were you well-known in that place? 


Yes. They still know me. 


You mentioned a car. Did you own a car during 1972-19737 
Yes, I did. 


What kind of a car did you own? 
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I owned a 1969 Cougar, red and white vinyl top, a Mercury. 


It was red. 


Tt was a beautiful car, 
THE COURT: Please just answer the 

question. We would like to finish the trial. 
Listen to the question and give him a straight- 
forward, simple answer. You owned the car. 
Let's go on, 

Q Who did you have your car insured with? 

A Willoughby Insurance Company was the agent. 

Q Did you keep cards on your various customers? 

A Yes. 

Q 7 show you what has been marked Government's Exhibit 9 

and ask you to look at that. Are those cards that you 


lent in the business” 


Right. 

Maybe two years. 

That would run from when to when? 

From when I had my operation until the time I got busted, 


Do you recall when you had your operation? 


I think I was twenty-four. I think I was either twenty- 


four or twenty-five. 

How old are you now? 

Twenty-eight. 

And you had your operation when you were twenty-four? 
Yes. 

So that would be four years ago? 

Approximately, yes. 

Did you run the business from '72 to ‘747 

With the girls? 

Yes. 

Yes, we and Mamie Harris. 

You were the asdan? 

I was one of the madame. 

Was this « regular partnership? Was it « fifty-fifty 
partnership with Mantle Harris? 

Yes, it was, 

And she always got half of everything you rma dee! 

No, not always. At first I worked alone as a wmusdenm. I 


was the cne and only madam, and then Memie -- 


How long did you work alone? 


A For about a year. 

'Q So that would be from '72 to ‘737 | 
| A Somewhere eround there. I can't be sure of dates, you know. 
Q So then the first year you ran the business by yourself? | 

|A Yes. 

Q Didn't you have a pimp at that time? 
— | 
,Q And you had no male in charge over yout 
| A Wo, nobody could tell me what to do and how to do it. 
| Q Then your testimony is the second year you ren the business 


with Mamie Herris? 
A Part of the second year. | 
Q Part of the second year? | 
'A Yes, 
| Q For what period of the second yeer did you run the business 
with Mamie? | 
A From maybe September until right at New Year's when we 
dissolved our partnership. 
|Q So it was only # quarter of a year? 
| A Yes, around there. 
4 At the time that the FBI came to your house and searched, 
| did they also take certain cassette recordings? 
‘A Yes. 


Q Do you recognize these two cassette recordings which have 
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man''? 


“This girl fell in love with my old man," is thet your 
conversation? 
I don't remember it. 
Do you have any reason to believe that it is not your con-) 
versation? 
I don't have any reason not to believe it is not my con- 
ver sation. 
Would you normally refer to anyone as your "old man"? 
I refer to a lot of people as “my old wan." 
You do? 
Yes. 
How many people do you refer to as your “old man"? 
I referred to Fred Vickery as “my old men." 
I referred to Sam as “my old man." 
I referred to wy step-father as “my old man," | 
Are there any other people that you referred to as your 
"old man"? 
Not right now, no. | 
Well, "old man” -- Joe, he was ay "old man," He | 
was ny “baby.” 
Now going up about three or four pages here, and down 
towards the bottom we have Sammy, the female from Pitts- 
burgh, talking to Linda, end it reads as follows: 


"SAM (femmle): Yeah. 
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.” DA: That whole week there, I don't have, you 


know, si yoody booked at all, and I don't know if I should, 
He said not to stay closed because business should be, 
you know, pretty good." 
Now who is the "he" that you were referring to? 
Can I see what the conversation was about? 
MR, O'KEEFE: Certainly. 
(Transc: -ot handed to the witness.) 
THE WITMWESS: ‘That was Christmas, and 
I wasn't talking about a "he." I was talking 
about a "she." I was talking about Mamie 
Harris, and if I said “he,” it was a mistake. | 
But I was talking about Memie Harris. Mamie | 
Harris wanted to stay on during the holidays. | 
She wanted to stay open, you know, every day. | 
If it wes up to Mamie, we would have been | 
open twenty-four hours ea day. My hours were 
from twelve in the afternoon until one in the | 
morning, and hers were all night and all day. | 
I thought you told us that you didn't take orders from | 
anybody? 
I never took no orders from no man. 
How come you said, "He said not to stay closed"? 


I just explained that, Mr. O'Keefe. 


That you really meant "she"? 
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Yes. 

On the back it says "Linda Huber." Is that your signature? 
Yes, 

You also use the name "Huber" at times? 

That is my maiden name, yes. 

Is that correct? 

Yes, 

And I show you Government's Exhibit 6, and I ask you if you 
can identify that? It is a letter addressed to "Mies Linda 
Huber"? 

Yes. 

And that was in your apartment at the time the agents took 
it? That was your property, and that was in your house? | 
Yes. 

I would like to read that letter. (Reading): 

"Please be advised that the bank has returned your 
check in the amount of $177, which is your security de- 
posit, to our office for insufficient funds. We shall 
accept payment of your security deposit by October 5th, 
1973, or appropriate legal action will be taken against 
you." \ | 

Did that check, in fact, bounce, that you had written 
for the apartment? 


Yes. 


Were you, in fact, broke at that time? 
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A wasn't broke, I hed money, but it wasn't in the bank at 
the time I wrote the check. I mean, I would make money, | 
and I would spend it. I was broke, but I wasn't broke, 

Q@ 1 show you Government's Exhibit 21, which is a Beneficial 
Finance statement to Mrs. Linde Huber. Now this is dated 
the 26th of December, ‘73, showing your balance as owing 
$1,316.69. Does that represent « loan? 

A Yes. It was @ loan. 

.Q Now this was dated the 26th of December, and was seized by 

the FBI on the 21st of January and was unpaid, is thet true? 


Yes. 


\Q Wow I show you Government's Exhibit 12-A, which contained 
this receipt in the back, and it says here, "Received from 
Lida Huber 31.13 for overdraft on Checking Account 3819026." 
Is that yours? | 


(No response.) 


Do you have any reason to believe it isn't? 
I don't know of any reason to believe that it ien't. 


a 
Q 
A 
Q Is this your notebook? Do you recognize it? 
A I recognize it, yes. 

Q 


Now I show you another Beneficial Finance statewent, and 
this is back in September of '73, at which time you owed 
1 $1,319.79, is chat correct? 


Yos. 


So you had paid almost nothing from September to December — 


> © F 


f 


b > © PF? 


> 


2 


>» oO > © FF 


i 


Yes, he did, 

Did you ever help him out in the stores in any respect? 
Just once in « great while. I would maybe sweep the floor 
when I got tired of sitting around, 

Do you know Mr. Riniolo's parents? 

Yes, I do, 

What do you call his perents? 

I call his father "Mr. Riniolo,” and I call his mother 
"Me," 

Why do you call her "Ma"? 

Because she is an elderly woman, and she treats me good, 
Do you know what other people in the neighborhood call her? 
"Ma." 

was Mr. Riniolo's business a pretty good business? Was he 
doing pretty good? 

Yes, 

Do you know what kind of car Mr. Riniolo had in 1972, 1973, 
in January of 19747 

Yes, a Cadillac Ll Dorado. 

Do you know what year it was? 

"69. 


Do you know what kind of shape that car was in? 
At the beginning it was in bad shape, If you would bump his 
in the taillight, it would fall on the ground. 


How do you know this? 


/ot/ 


Many times I helped him put them back on again. 
bo you know whether or not Mr, Rintolo hed another business 
other chan che tape business? 
to, IT don't, 
Did you ever help Mr, Riniolo do any collision work? 
No, I haven't. 
Did you help him work on his car? 
Yes, I heve, 
Do you know what year that cer was? 
THE COURT: 1 think we have all this. 
MR. NE MOYER: I'm sorry, Judge. 
THE COURT: We are taking too much 


time about automobiles. It was a ‘69 Cadillac. 


Let's go on, 


Do you know how he scquired it? Was it new or used? 
Used, 

Were you aware of what kind of hours he was putting in, 
in the shop, Mr. Rintolo? 

He usually opened up nine thirty or ten and stayed there 
until eight or nine at night and sometimes later. 

"id you ever see his wife in that shop on occasion? 

A lot of times, 

Are you aware thet Mr, Rinfolo had some sort of a rela- 
tlonship with your sister-in-law, Linda Ferguson? 


Yes, 


Yes, 
Do you know what that relartionship was? 
Well, Like boyfriend and girlfrtend, I guess you would 
call it, You know, you buy your girlfriend something, 
and things Like thar, 
Do you know wherher they did exchange gifte? 
I know he gave her a lot of etuff. 
Do you know whether she gave him much stuff? 
Not really. 
You don't know, or she didn't give him really much? 
She really didn't give him too much. 
But he gave her quite a bit? 
Right. 
Do you know where your sister-in-law kept her money, Mrs. 
Ferguson? 
Yes. 
How do you know that? 
Because she had me install a metal box under her baer. 
Can you describe to the jury the box? 
THE COURT: Under what did you install 
the box? 
A metal box under her ber, 


THE COURT: Under a berreli? 


A "bar"? 


never showed those photographs to me before, though, 
you? 
I haven't. 
Q Are you aware what kind of cax Mrs. Ferguson had? 
A Yes. She had a Cougar. | 
Q Do you know what year it was? | 
A I think it was a '69, | 
Q Were you aware of the food situation at Mrs. Ferguson's 

house at 829 Elmwood Avenue? 

Yes. 

Did you eat there on occasion? 

Many times. 

She had an ample supply of food there, is that right? 

All the time, | 


Did you ever go shopping with her at Tops? 


About how much would she spend, do you know? | 


Forty, fifty dollars. 
Did she buy your children things at Christmas? 


Yes. | 


rN 

Q 

A 
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A 

Q 

A Yes. 
Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q What, for example? 
A 


Toys, clothes, rocking horses, things they needed or that | 


they wanted; whatever they wanted, they could have. 


1Q In 1972-1973, those two Christwases, what would you esti- | 


mate that Mrs. Ferguson would have spent on toys for 
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your children? | 
It is hard to say, because I don't know. One year she | 
went to Kirgs there, and she spent fifteen hundred dollare| 
THE COURT: On toys for your children?| 
Toys and other stuff. | 
THE COURT: For your children? 
Not all for my children. 


THE COURT: The attorney asked you 


about your children, on Christmas for two years, 
so please pay attention to the question. 
Your Honor, I didn't add the things up. I don't ask 
people to price things. | 
THE COURT: If you don't know, you a 
say you don't know. : 
Your children would be her nieces and nephews? 
Ne phews . 
Can you tell us what she would spend on your children, 


if you can estimate a figure? 


Between four and five hundred dollars. 


Are you aware that Mrs. Ferguson was giving money to her 
mother ? 

Yes. 

Were you aware she had run bills up in quite a few stores? 


Yes. 


Were you privy to any conversations or anything that indi- 
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THE COURT: Very well. You may step 
down. 
(Witness excused.) 
MARION RINIOLO, 

| called as a witness by the Defendant, being first duly sworn, 
| testified as follows: 
| Direct EXAMINATION 
BY MR, NE MOYER: 


Q Your name is Marion Riniolo, is that correct? 


it 


| A Yes. 

[9 Are you married to the defendant? 

lA Yes, 

9 How long have you been married? 

la It will be seventeen years in December. 
|Q Where did you get married? 

\ a Coronation Church. 

iQ Is that in Buffalo? 

| 4 Yes. 

| Q How old were you at that time, and how old was he? 
| A I was seventeen, and he was nineteen. 
\Q How many children do you have? 

lh Four, 


la Was your husband in business at the time in question here, | 
| | 
| which ig June lst, 1972, until January 31st, 19747 
| 
| 


|A Yes. We had two businesses. 


Jab 


doing very substantial. 

Vere you getting along fair, financially? 

Oh, yes. 

Did your husband appear to have a source of income other 
than his business? 

No, 
Was your relationship a fairly close one, about the busi- 


ness and everything else? 


Yes, 

Wheat name was your husband called by, or what name did he | 

use? | 

Sam, 

Did anyone use the name "Sal" in reference to him? - 

No. He has never been known as "Sal," even in school. 

What kind of a car did your husband have in 1972, 19737 

THE COURT: Can't we get off of the 

cars? 1 don't think the Government disputes 
the 1969 Cadillac, Let's not waste time with | 


these cars, Mr. NeMoyer. There is no argument’ 


over the car. 
Who owned the car? 
I did, 
Were you aware during that period of time that your husband 
was having an affair? 


No. 
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Do your children go to public schocis? 

My two sons go to Burgerd. My two daughters go to a 
parochial school. It is a Catholic school. 

Is Burgard a public school? 

It is a vocational high school. 

And your two daughters go to private schools? 

No, They go to St. Margaret's, a Catholic school. 

A Catholic school -- is that a private school? 

No. 

You pay tuition? 

Yes. 

low much do you pay? 

t haven't paid any because we have been in a hardship. 
Did you pay something in 1972, 1973? 

ws. They weren't asking tuition then. They just raised 
it now because they needed money. 

Dv you own your own home? 

No. We rent. 

Hiow much is your rent? 

One hundred and eighty-five. 

One hundred and eighty-five dollars? 

Yeu. 

Is the '69 Cadillac paid for? 

ve no longer have it. 


Vhet do you have now? 
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a "Ti, 

A '71 Cadillac? 

Yes. 

Do you have any trucks in the business or anything like 
that? 

No, 

Do you owe any loans? 

Do we owe loans? 

Yes, bank loans or anything? 

The car. 

The car? 

Yes. 

That is all? 

Utility bills. I just paid my furniture off. 

And you have no idea that your husband was involved with 
Miss Ferguson until this case arose? 

None whatsoever. | 
Did he come home every night? 


Most of the nights, yes, but there were times when we were | 


opening up the other store on Hampshire, and he would come | 
home, eat dinner, and go to the other store to help re- 
model. 

But he was home most nights? 

Most nights, yes. 


Do you love your husband? 
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MAMIE HARRIS, 
called as a witness by the Defendant, being first duly sworn, 
testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR, NE MOYER: 


Q 


Mrs. Herris, what line of business were you in for, say, 


the last thirty, forty years of your life? 
I was running a place. 
You were a madam, right? 
Yes. 
Do you know a woman by the name of Mrs. Ferguson, Mrs. 


Harris? 


Linda Ferguson? 


Linda Ferguson. 


A 
Q 
|A Yes. 
Q How did you know her, Mrs, Harris? | 
A 


It has been a long time. I can't remember how we were 


Q Was that a few years ago? 
A Yes. That was a few years back. 


Q Then the two of you went in business together, is that 


| 
| 
| 
| 
introduced. | 
| 
| 
correct? 
| A That's correct. 
c31 | Q And you knew her, business-wise, for about how long, Mrs. 
. | | 


Harris? Can you give the jury an estimate of about how 


Q Or did she take care of a iot of the expenses out of her 


percentage? 
A She took care of a lot of it. I helped her with some bille, 
but I just can't remember when, because it has been a long | 


time. : 
Q How usny girls would Linda have working for her at one 


time over at her place? 


A One. | 
Q One girl? | 
| A One, 
| Q Mrs. Harris, did you ever have a pimp yourself? 

A No, I had @ lot of boyfriends, but I can't say they were | 
pines. | 
Q You ren your own business, didn't you, Mrs. Harris? | 
A Yes, I did. | 
| Q And you supported yourself, and you didn't support any | 
| man? | 

A Me, 2 dtén'e. | 
| Q Now did Linda Ferguson run her own business, Mrs. Harris? | 
| A Yes, she did. | 
Q_ Do you know the defendant, Mr. Riniolo? 
| A Yee. I haven't seen him in so long. 
| Q But tell this jury how you know Mr. Riniolo? 
| A Well, he used to come over once in awhile. 

a Q Did he eat your cooking? 
| 


/3 


remernenarr roe inceremnrenioccnnsennntorniinnnanretaae anemia 
CBRE AE I IN ARNE DEMARIO A Re BOLIC SG AB ie A 


bn > © & 2 Ff 


He loved it. 
And he used to come over and eat, didn't he? 

Yes, and he would relax, maybe an hour. 

And he would come around and see Linda once in awhile, 
didn't he? 

Well, it seemed like once in awhile. | 
He camearound once in awhile when Linda wasn't there and | 
ate your cooking, didn't he? 

Yes, he did. 

He never discussed with you, or partook in the business, 
did he, Mrs. Harris? 

No, he didn't talk to me about the business at all. | 
What did Mrs. Ferguson call him? Do you remember the name| 
she used? | 
She called tin "Sem," 

What do you call him? 

Sam. 

Did you ever hear anybody call him "Sal"? 
No, not "Sal," no. 


Mrs. Harris, in the business you were in, & madam, do 


people try to borrow money off of you quite a bit? | 
Well, sometimes my friends -- they sure do. | 
And as a protective device, Mrs, Harris, would you some~ | 
times tell them that you didn’t have money so that you 


wouldn't have to lend them money? 


CROSS EXAMINATION 


| 
303 | 
| 
enticing or coercing anybody to have sex with anybody else? 
Were you ever aware of him trying to persuade somebody to 
have sex with somebody else? 


No, no, 


Were you ever aware of him trying to induce somebody into | 


traveling from one state to another? 
No, I never heard him talking or using the phone or | 
nothing, | 
You never heard him using the phone or snything, right? 
Not for no business like that, no. 
Mrs. Harris, you ran Linda Ferguson's business when she 
was in the hospital, didn't you? 
Yes, I did. | 
And you xan it, and you alone, isn't that true, Mrs. Harrie? : 
Yes, 

MR. NE MOYER: I have no other ques- 

tions, Judge. 


THE COURT: You may cross-examine. 


BY MR, O'KEEFE: 


Q 
A 


Mrs, Harris, do you recall appearing in a Grand Jury here? 
Yes. I will never forget it. 
You remember that you appeared on a couple of occasions, 


according to the records here? You appeared on the 3lst 


of January, 1974, and I believe you were with your attorney, 
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THE COURT: Baggetta is not in any substentive 
count, is that right? 

MR, O'KEEFE: That's right. 

THE COURT: So that is all good enough for this 
Count, right, which I have, no doubt, you can go to the 
jury on, but I think some of these other Counts we 
ought to have pinpointed. 

MR, O'KEEFE: Your Honor, as far as I'm con- 
cerned, I think the proof shows that he, in fact, is 
the pimp and that he is directing this, and therefore, 
she is acting as his agent, and she, then, becomes his 
agent, and he is responsible for those acts and those 
phone calls and the rest of the activities. 

THE COURT: Which of these witnesses did he 
have anything to do with? | 

MR, O'KEEFE: He had something to do with Rita | 


Marie Burchill. 


THE COURT: All right. I will let them go to _ 


the jury, but I think they are awfully thin, and I'm 


not going to charge Pinkerton, 


MR, NE MOYER: You previously struck Count 5? 
THE COURT: Yes, I struck Count 5, and I re- 


dacted reference in Count 1 to 230 of the Penal Law 


of the State of New York, and the first six lines on 


Page 2. I think I told you that before on the record. | 


BY 


versation where he said, "We are staying open Christuas | 


because business should be pretty good." 

These are the nickels and dimes I am talking 
about. We are just giving you some more nickels and 
dimes where Linds is referring to Sam agein as her “old 
man" and Sam is sleeping over, and Linde tells Flora, 
"Sam will teke care of anything. You don't have to 
worry." 

And where is the money that the girls were 
making? There is no car out there. There are no 
clothes. There isn't even any food in the house, but 
Sam, somehow, is managing to drive a Cadillac. 

Now we get to Rita Marie Burchill. She was 
working for a co-conspirator, Raymond Pandelli, out in 
Ohio. You heard Linda this morning telling about 
Pandelli, how he ran the school for prostitutes out 


there and taught them everything and that he even 


farmed them out around the country. And she was sixteen, 


and they farmed her up here. Oh, there had been some 
talk that she never told him she was sixteen, that she 
said she was twenty-three. But do you remember later 
when Sam and Linda were talking to her, and Linda was 


telling about Pandelli was known for using all these 


young girls, that she was sixteen, and her birth certif- 


ieate is over here, and that is Government's Exhibit 28-A. 


A 
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Buffalo, New York 
Tuesday, October 19, 1976 


9:30 a.m. 


~ me 


(Trial resumed; jury present.) 


(At the side bar.) 


quests, you did not ask for a charge that no inference 
followed from failure to take the stand. Do you wish 
me to charge that? 

MR, NE MOYER: Yes, Your Honor. 


(In open court.) 


’ THE COURT: Mr, NeMoyer, in your written re- | 


CHARGE OF THE COURT 
THE COURT: Members of the jury, we are now 
at that stage in the trial where you will soon under- 


take your final function as jurors in this case, Here | 


you perform one of the most sacred obligations of 


! citizenship, and that is acting as ministers of justice, 


attitude of complete impartiality, and as I emphasized | 
when you were first selected, without bias or prejudice, 
for or against the Government or the defendant as parties 
1 to this controversy, 
Let me state that the fact that the Government | 


is a party here entitles it to no greater consideration 


g | You are to discharge this final duty in an 


\ / 


‘ 
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than that accorded to any other party in court, 

By the same token, it is entitled to no less 
consideration. All percies, individuals, and Government 
alike stand as equals before the bar of justice. 

Your final role here is to decide and pass 
upon the fact issues in the case, You are the sole and 
exclusive judges of che fact. You determine the weight 
of the evidence. You appraise the credibility or 
truthfulness of the witnesses. You draw the reasonable 
inferences from the evidence, and you resolve such con- 
flicts as there my be in the evidence, 

My final function here is to instruct you as 
to the law, and it is your duty to accept these instruc- 
tions as to the lew and to apply them to the facts as 
you may find them to be. 

Now, you are not to take any one of my instruc- 
tions which I give you alone as stating the law, but 
you must consider all of my instructions, taken together 
as a whole, 

With respect to any fact matter, or any matter 
in evidence, it is your recollection and yours alone 
that controls. Anything that the lawyers, either for 
the Government or the defendant, way have said with 
respect to matters in evidence, whether during the 


trial, or in a question, or in an argument, or in 


137 | 


summations, is not to be substituted for your own 
recollection of what the evidence is. 

“0, too, anything that I might say during the 
trial, or anything that I might mention or refer to | 


| 


xing the course of these instructions as to any 


matter in evidence, is not to be taken in place of your 
own recollection. 
Questions are not evidence. The evidence is 
the answer brought out by the question and the exhibits: 
and documents in evidence, And the attorneys in the 
case not only have their right, but it is their duty 
to make objections and to press whatever legal theories 


they may have. They are simply performing their duty. 
Any evidence as to which an objection was sustained by 


| 
' 


| 


the Court, and any evidence ordered stricken out by 
the Court must be disregarded in its entirety. 
\ Put out of your mind any exchanges which may 


have occurred during the trial between the lawyers or 


between any attorney and the Court. It is not my 


function to favor one side or the other, or to indicate 
to you, the jury, in any way that I have any opinion | 


} as to the truthfulness as to any witness or as to the 
| guilt or innocence of the defendant. That is your 
| 


! function. It is yours alone to decide, and I leave 


it entirely to you. 
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So, please do not assume that I hold any opinion 
in any matters concerning this case, and please don't | 
reach any conclusions that I may have some attitude | 
or that I may tend to favor one side or the other in 
the case, I do not. 

Of course, as I told you earlier, the Indictment 


here, itself, is not evidence of the crime charged. 


| 
Instead, an Indictment is merely the method or procedure 
| 


| 
i 


under our law whereby persons accused of crimes by @ 
Grand Jury are brought into court to have their case 
decided by a trial jury, such as yourselves. 
Therefore, the Indictment must be given no 
evidentiary value. It shall be treated by you only 
as an accusation. It ‘s not cvidence or proof of 
the defendant's guilt, and no weight or significance 
whatsoever is to be given to the fact that an Indict- | 
ment has been returned against the defendant. He has 
pleaded not guilty, and thus, the Government has the 


burden of proving the charges beyond a reasonable 


doubt. 


A defendant does not have to prove his inno- 
cence. On the contrary, he is presumed to be innocent | 
of the accusations contained in the Indictment. This | 
presumption of innocence was in his favor at the start) 


of the trial, as I believe I told you before. 
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trial, and it is in his favor now, and remains in his 
favor during the course of your deliberations in the 
jury room, and the presumption of innocence is removed 
as to a particular Count in the Indictment only if and 
when you, the jury, are satisfied that the Government 
has sustained its burden of proving the guilt of the 
defendant as to that particular Count beyond a reason- 
able doubt. 

Of course, unless you are 80 convinced, you 
must find him not guilty. 

Each Count is a separate matter and is to be 
separately decided without reference to what your 
verdict may be on any of the other Counts. 

Now, the question naturally comes up, what is 


a reasonable doubt? Well, members of the jury, those 


words almost define themselves, that is, a doubt founded 


on reason arising out of the evidence in the case or 


the Lack of evidence. 


It is a doubt which a reasonable person has 


after carefully weighing all the evidence, Reasonable 


doubt is a doubt that appeals to your reason, to your 


judgment, to your common sense, and your experience. 


It ig not caprice or whim or speculation or conjecture 


or suspicion, It is not an excuse to avoid the per- 


It continued in his favor throughout the entire | 
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formance of an unpleasant duty, and it is not sympathy 
for a defendant. 

If after a fair and impartial consideration of | 
all the evidence, you can candidly and honestly say you 
are not satisfied of the guilt of the defendant as to 
a particular Count, that you do not have an abiding 
conviction of a defendant's guilt of the particular 
Count or charge; in sum, if you have such a doubt as 
would cause you as prudent pergons to hesitate before 
acting in matters of importance to yourselves, then you 
have a reasonable doubt, and under that circumstance, 
it is your duty to acquit the defendant as to the 
Counts you are then considering. 

On the other hand, if efter such an impartial 
and fair consideration of all the evidence you can 
candidly and honestly say you do have an abiding con- 
viction of a defendant's guilt, such a conviction as 
you would be willing to act upon in important and 
weighty matters of the personal affairs of your own 
life, then you have no reasonable doubt, and under 
those circumstances, it is your duty to convict. 

Reasonable doubt does not mean a positive 
certainty or beyond all possible doubt. If that were 


the rule, few men, however guilty they might be, would 


ever be convicted, because it is practically impossible 
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for a person to be absolutely and completely convinced 


of any disputed fact which by its nature is not sus- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


ceptible to mathematical proof. For that reason, the 


law in a criminal case is that it is sufficient if the | 
guilt of a defendant is established beyond a reasonable 


doubt -- not beyond all  ossibie doubt. 


For your guidance in considering the evidence, 


T must tell you there are two classes of evidence 


| 


recognized and admitted in courts of justice upon either 


of which the jurors may find an accused person guilty 


of a crime, One is called direct evidence and the 


other is called circumstantial evidence. Direct evi- 

dence tends to show the fact in issue without any need 
for any other amplification, although, of course, there| 
is also the question of whether it's to be believed. 


Circumstantial evidence tends to show facts 


from which the cact in issue may reasonably be inferred 
It's evidence which tends to prove the fact in issue 
by proof of other facts which have a legitimate ten- 
dency to lead the mind to infer or to conclude that 
the facts sought to be established must be true. 

There is a traditional example which is given 
of the use of circumstantial evidence. Let's assume 


for a moment that you were seated in an office in one 


of the higher buildings down the street here, on @ 


/42 


cloudy day where there are windows that look out on the 


street below, and sometimes it's difficult merely by 


looking out of a window of a tall building to determine | 


whether it's raining or not. But if you look out of 
the window and look down on the street you see people 
passing by in the street have their umbrellas up, you 
will usually come to ae conclusion it must be raining. 


You have direct evidence, the evidence of your own 


senses, that tells you the umbrellas are up, You can 


see them, and that evidence constitutes circumstantial | 


evidence from which you are entitled to draw the infer- 
ence or reach the conclusion that it must be raining. 
In other words, circumstantial evidence consists of 
facts proved from which the jury may infer by a process 
of reasoning other facts which may be in dispute, and 
circumstantial evidence, if believed, is of no less 
value than direct evidence, for in either case you must 
be convinced beyond a reasonable doubt of the guilt of 
a defendant before he may be convicted of any crime. 
Now in determining what evidence you will 


accept, you must make your own evaluation of the 


testimony given by each of the witnesses and determine | 


what you believe to be the truth and the degree of 
weight to which you choose to give that testimony. 


The testimony of a witness may fail to conform to the 
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facts as they occurred because the witness didn't 
actually see or hear what he testified about, or be- 

cause he or she is intentionally telling a falsehood, 
or because his or her recollection cf the events, his 


or her memory is faulty, or because the witness hasn't 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


expressed himself or herself clearly in giving testimony. 


There is no magic formula by which you can evaluate 


testimony. You bring to the courtroom this morning all) 


] 
| 


of the everyday experiences and background of your own 
lives, In your everyday affairs, you determine for 


yourself the reliability of statements made to you by 


other people, and the same tests you use in your every- 


day dealings and everyday life are the tests that you 


will apply in your jury deliberations, 

You use your common sense, You may, of course, 
consider the interest or lack of interest of any wit- 
nesses in the outcome of this case. A witness who is 
interested in the outcome of the case is not necessaril 
unworthy of belief, but the interest of a witness is a 
factor or a possible motive which you may consider in 
determining the weight you give it to be attributed to 
his testimony, and in doing so, you may also consider 


whether the testimony of a witness is corroborated or 


borne out by the testimony of others, or by documentary 


exhibits or evidence. 


as 


f 
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You may consider the bias or prejudice of a 


witness if there by any and the manner in which the 
witness gives his or her testimony on the stand, the 
appearance, the conduct and demeanor of the witness, 
the opportunity the witness had to observe the facts 
that he or she has testified about, and the probability 
or improbability of the testimony in the light of all 
of the other events in the trial. | 
You may consider whether a witness had a motive 


} 


to lie. These are all items to be taken into your | 
consideration in determining the truthfulness and weight, 
if any, you will assign to that witness’ testimony. 
If these considerations make it seem there was a dis- 
crepancy in the evidence, you have to consider whether 
this can be reconciled by fitting the two witnesses’ 
testimony together. And if that is not possible, you 
will have to determine which of the two conflicting 
versions, if any, you will accept. 

Now, if a witness is shown to have knowingly 


testified falsely concerning any material matter in 4 


trial, or in any prior proceedings, you have a right 

to distrust such witnesses’ testimony in other things, 
and you may reject all of the testimony of that witness, 
or you may give it or parts of it such credence as you 


think it deserves. | 


|! 59 | 


A word about the admissions of a defendant. 


If you ffnd that the defendant voluntarily and inten- 


— 


tionally made a statement to a witness whom you believe, | 
then, and only then, such admissions by a defendant of | 
incriminating facts concerning himself are amongst the 
strongest proofs of that fact known to the law. Here, 
the Government contends that the defendant made an ad- 
mission to the witness, Darlene Baggetta, aluo known as | 


"Joyce Williams," after she was arrested by Buffalo | 


Police, You will recall what her testimony was, and I 
will not refer to it. If you find that he said what | 
Miss Baggetta testified that he said, you may regard 


that as an admission on his part of his participation 


( 


to the extent set forth therein. But, as I stated 


earlier, such a determination involves deciding facts, 


and you, the jurors, are the only judges as to all of 


The law does not compel a defendant in a crimina 
case to take the witness stand and testify, and no pre- 
sumption of guilt may be raised, and no inference of 
any kind may be drawn adverse to him from the failure | 


of the defendant to testify. 


| 


I remind you once more that the law never im | 


poses upon a defendant in a criminal case the burdea 


{ 


the factual issues in this case, 
or duty of testifying or calling any witnesses or pro- | 
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ducing any evidence, And no inference adverse to him 


mav follow from any of those matters, 


{ 


determined by the number of witnesses testifying on 


| 
| 
| 
And the weight of the evidence is not necessarily 
| 
| 
| 
either side. You should consider all the facts and 
} 


circumstances in evidence to determine which of the wit 


| 
nesses are worthy of greater credence. You may find 


| 


| 
| 
one side is more credible than the testimony of a greater 


that the testimony of a smaller number of witnesses on 


number of witnesses on the other side. It is a matter | 


entirely for your decision, A witness' testimony which | 


| 


you believe is of no less or no greater importance be- 


| 


cause of who called him. It doesn't matter who called 


{ 


the witness. The question is, what did the witness say? 
And what do you believe based on all the evidence in the 


case? 


Now an accomplice is one who unites with another 
person in the commission of a crime, voluntarily and 
with common intent. There are a number of witnesses in 
this case, and you will remember who they are, who by 
their own testimony were either accomplices in the com | 
mission of this crime charged here, or some other crimi- 
nal activity, such as prostitution, An accomplice does | 


| 
| 


not become incompetent as a witness because of partici- | 


‘ 


pation in the crime charged. On the contrary. The 
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testimony of an accomplice alone, if believed by the 


jury, may be of sufficient weight to sustain a verdict 


of guilty, even though not corroborated or supported 
by other evidence. However, the jury should keep in 
mind in weighing the testimony that such testimony is 
always to be received with caution and weighed with 
great care. Experience shows us that accomplices 

are often tempted to incriminate others and minimize 
their own misconduct and that fact is something you 
should realize in considering the testimony of accom- 
plices. 


Now the Indictment in this case, members of the_| 


jury, now contains four Counts. Count 1 is the so-called 


t 


Conspiracy Count, and I will discuss that first. The 
remaining Counts are substantive Counts, to keep them 


separate in the discussion from Count 1. And the ele- 


ments of the crime of conspiracy are different from the 


substantive charges, and the particular substantive 
charges here have different elements, so I will be 
discussing the elements separately, and I ask you to 
keep them separate in your minds. 

The Indictment names two defendants, Salvatore 


A., or Sam, Riniolo, and Linda Huber Ferguson as de- 


{ 


fendants, and charges that others not named as defendants, 
and unknown persons, are also conspirators in Count 1. | 


Mr. Riniolo is the only person with respect to whom you 


are asked to announce a verdict, although as I will ex- 


a 


{ 
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plain to you shortly, you may have to consider the 
activities of Mrs. Linda Huber Ferguson and others, and| 


in this connection, you are not to concern yourselves 


with why the others are not on trial or why they weren't 
| 


indicted. This is not a matter of your concern, It 

has nothing to do with the case, You have also heard 
that Linda Huber Ferguson pleaded guilty to some of the! 
Counts. This fact has no significance or evidentiary | 
value on the question of Mr. Riniolo's case, Put it 

out of your mind. 

In the determination of whether or not guilt is| 
proven beyond 4 reasonable doubt, you must bear in mind| 
that guilt is personal. The guilt or absence of guilt | 
of this defendant on trial before you must be determined 
separately with respect to him, solely on the evidence | 
presented against him, or the lack of evidence, and ae 
in accordance with what you may find the guilt of some- 
body else may be. Also, as I mentioned earlier, you | 


will decide separately, and announce separate verdicts 


for each of the four Counts which are now on trial here | 


} 


before you. 


I will now read Count 1, which is the 


Conspiracy Count: 


"The Grand Jury Charges: That continuousl 
between approximately June 1, 1972, and January 31, | 


1974, that exact dates being to the Grand Jurors unkno 


26) | 


in the Western District of New York and elsewhere, the | 

\ defendants herein, Linda Huber Ferguson and Salvatore ‘| 

| (Sem) Riniolo, unlawfully did conspire, combine and 

C41 | agree together and with other and with Carol Barber, 
Betty Grand a/k/a"Sammie," Mamie Harris and Raymond 
Pandelli (named herein as co-conspirators but not as 
defendants) and with numerous other persons most of 


whose names are to the Grand Jurors unknown, to commit 


offenses against the United States of America, namely: 

| "(A) To use facilities in interstate commerce 
(that is, telephone facilities and common carriers) and 
to travel and to cause others to use such facilities 

and travel in interstate commerce (that is, by airplane, 
| bus and autowobile between Buffalo, Mew York, in the | 
Western District of New York, and places outside the | 


| 


State of New York, including, among others, Boston, 


with intent to promote, manage, establish, carry on 


Maseachusetts, Warren, Ohio and Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania) 
} 
| 


and facilitate the promotion, management, establishment | 


said unlawful activity being a business enterprise in- 

volving prostitution, in violation of Sections 2421, 

2422 and 2423 of Title 18 of the United States Code, 
'(B) To knowingly transport and cause, aid 


and abet the transportation in interstate commerce 


y and carrying on of a certain unlawful activity -- the 
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(that is, between Buffalo, New York, and points out- 
side the State of New York) of women and girls for 
purposes of prostitution, debauchery and other immoral 
purposes; and to knowingly procure and obtain and cause, 
aid and abet the procurement and obtaining of tickets 
end other forms of transportation and evidence of rights 
thereto to be used by various women and girls in inter- 
state commerce as aforesaid, and in going between 
Buffalo, New York, and other places outside the State 
of New York for purposes of proriitution, debauchery 
and other fomcral purposes in violation of the provi- 
sions of Sections 2421 and Section 2? of Title 18 of 
the United States Code; and 

"(C) To knowingly persuade, induce and entice 
and cause, aid and abet the persuasion, inducement and 
enticement of women and girls to go from one place to 
another in interstate and foreign commerce (that is, | 
between Buffalo, Mew York, and points outside the State | 
of New York) for purposes of prostitution, debauchery 
and other immoral purposes, and thereby to knowingly 
ceuse such woman and girls to go and be transported 
a8 passengers upon common carriers (that is, airplanes, 
buses and trains) in interstate coumerce as aforesaid, 
{tn violation of the provisions of Sections 2422 and 


Section 2 of Title 18 of the United States Code; and 


if 
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"(D) To knowingly persuade, induce and entice 
and cause, aid and abet the persuasion, inducement 
and enticement of girls, who had not attained their 
eighteenth birthday, to go from one place to another 


as aforesaid by ccvmon carrier as aforesaid in inter- 


state commerce with intent that such girls be induced 


to engage in prostitution, debauchery and other immoral 


practices, in violation of Sections 2423 and Section 2 
of Title 18 of the United States Code. 
"Overt Acts 


"And, during the period aforesaid, the said 


Defendants, Linda Huber Ferguson and Salvatore A. 
("Sam") Riniolo, committed, among others, the following 
overt acts in furtherance of the said conspiracy and 
in order to effectuate the object and purpose thereof -+" 
And then there is a list of overt acts, and 
I will read those to you in a few moments. 
Now I will be reading certain Federal statutea 
to you this morning. You need not remember the te 
numbers, but it ts essential that you listen and under- 
stand and know what conduct the various statutes forbid 
I will begin with Section 371 of Title 18, 
United States Code, which provides in relevant part, 


that: 


“Tf two or more persons conspire to commit any 
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offense against the United States, and one or more of 
such persons do any act to effect the object of the 
conspiracy, each is guilty of an offense against the 


United States." 


That is the statutory besis for the first Count, 
| 


| 


or the so-called Conspiracy Count. 
Count 1 of the Indictment charges that the de- | 
fendant conspired with the defendant, Linda Ferguson, | 
and certain other unindicted co-conspirators to violate | 
certain other laws of the United States, and those 
sections of law which it is alleged they conspired to 
violate ere Sections 1952, 2421, 2422 and 2423 of 
Title 18, United States Code. Now all of these other 
laws, in one form or another, prohibit travel in inter- 


state commerce and/or the use of interstate facilities, 


such as the telephone and the airlines and the bus lines 
and the common carriers to engage in prostitution or 
transport prostitutes across State lines to do su. 

I will read you these Sections. Specifically, 
Section 1952 of Title 18, provides in relevant pert 
that: 
‘Whoever travels in interstate commerce or 
uses any fecility in interstate commerce with the intent 


to distribute the proceeds of any unlawful activity; 


ox otherwise promote, manage, establish, carry on, or | 


| 
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facilitate the promotion, management, establishment 
or carrying on of any unlawful activity and thereafter, | 
performs or ettempts to perform any of the acts speci- ! 
fied shall be guilty of en offense against the United | 
| States. 

“the term ‘unlawful activity,’ es used in this 
Section, includes prostitution offenses in violation | 
of the laws of the United States.” 

Please notice that mere prostitution or merely 
having a share in the operation cf a house of prostitu- 
tion or two houses of prostitution, or conspiring to 


run two houses of prostitution, or being « pimp, these 


do not violate Federal law. The charge of conspiracy 


is directed towards an egreement to violate the Federal 


laws against prostitution, end when I speek of intersta 
prostitution violations as being the purpose of the 
alleged conspiracy, I refer to the statute that I just 
read, and the following three statutes, which I will 
now read to you. 

The second statute which I will read to you, 
Section 2421 of Title 18, provides, in pertinent pert: 

“Whoever knowingly transports in interstate 


or foreign commerce any women or girl for the purpose 
of prostitution, or with the intent and purpose to 


induce, entice or compel such women or girl to become 


| 
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a prostitute or to engage in any other immoral practice, 
shall be guilty of an offense against the United States." 

And Section 2422 of Title 18 provides, in per- | 
tinent part: | 
"Whoever knowingly persuades, induces, entices, | 
ox coerces eny women or girl to go from one place to | 
another in interstate or foreign commerce for the purpose 
of prostitution, or with the intent end purpose on the 
part of such person that such woman or girl shall engage 
in tho practice of prostitution, whether with or without 
her consent, and thereby knowingly causes such woman or, 
girl to go and to be carried or transported as a passenger 
upon the line or route of any common carrier or carr ierg 
in interstate commerce shall be guilty of an offense 
against the United States." 

And Section 2423 of the United States Code, 
Title 18, provides as follows: 


‘Whoever knowingly persuades, induces, entices 


or coerces any woman or girl who has not attained her 
eighteenth birthday, to go from one place to another 
by common carrier, in interstate commerce with intent 


that she be induced or coerced to engage in prostitu- 


tion, shall be guilty of an offense against the United 
States." 


I instruct you that the Indictment alleges in 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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Count 1 that the defendant, Salvatore Riniolo, conspire 


with Linda Huber Ferguson and other unindicted co- 


i 
| 


conspirators to violate one or more of these Federal 

anti-prostitution laws, which I just read to you, and 
that in furtherance of the conspiracy that some overt 
act was committed. 


I mentioned earlier he is not being tried for | 


being a pimp, if he is one, or for being a partner in a 


house of prostitution. The charges here are limited to 
violation of specific Federal laws, and conspiracy to | 
violate those laws, and that is all you should be con- | 
cerned with in this case, 

In order to convict the defendant on Count l, 
the following three essential elements must be estab- 
lished to your satisfaction beyond a reasonable doubt. 
Now listen carefully to these elements, because I am 
now going to give you the elements of Count 1. The 
other Counts have different elements. 

First Element: That the conspiracy charged in 
Count 1 did, in fact, exist; that is, that two or more | 


persons agreed with each other to violate the Federal 
| 


laws regulating interstate prostitution activities rinieh 
I just read, or at least one of those lews, and that 


they reached that agreement together at some point at | 


or about the time period alleged in the Indictment, 


which is mentioned as being from June 1, 1972, to 


January 31, 1974. That is the first element. 
Second Element: That Mr. Riniolo knowingly 
and willfully associated himself with the conspiracy | 


and did so with the required specific criminal knowledge 


and intent, that is, that he became a member . 
} Finally, the third element is: That one of 
| the conspirators committed in the Western District of 
New York, st least one of the overt acts set forth in | 
the Indictment at or about the time and place elleged. | 

Now, I will talk further about each of these 


elements one et ea time, 


The first elewent of Count 1 that you must de~ 


termine is whether the conspiracy charged in this In- 


dictment did, in fact, exist. Well, what is a conspiracy? 


For our purposes in this case, & conspiracy is simply 
a combination or an agreement or an understanding 
reached by two or more members to act together and in 
concert to commit a crime. Conspiracy is somet imes 
referred to as a partnership for criminal purposes in 
which each member of the conspiracy becomes the agent | 
for every other member to achieve @# common cr iminal 
result together. The gist of the crime of conspiracy | 
| is the unlawful agreement, or combination of two or 


more persons to violate the law together and the crime 
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of conspiracy is entirely seperate and distinct end 
different from the violation of the law or lews which 


i 


may have been the object or purpose of the conspiracy. | 


| 
| 


So, if a conspiracy existsand if an overt act 
is coumitted in furtherance thereof, even if the con- 
spiracy should fail in its purpose, the partners in it 
may still be convicted of a charge of conspiracy. The | 


Government is not required to prove an actual violation 


| 
| 


of the Federal lews invoiving interstate prostitution 
took place, but need only prove that @ conspiracy fcr | 
the purpose I have previously stated came into existence 
at ox about the times alleged and that the defendant 
on trial before you knowingly and willfully became ea 
member of the conspiracy and that st least one overt 
act was committed by one conspirator in furtherance 
of its purposes. 


To establish that a conspiracy existed, the 


Government is not required to show that two or more 
people sat eround a table and had a discussion and 
entered into a pact or an agreement orally or stating 
that they formed a conspiracy to violate the law, set ting 


forth the details of the plan and the means by wh ich 


the unlawful project is to be carried out, or sett ing | 


forth the pert to be played by each conspirator. In- 


deed, it would be extraordinary if there was such & 
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formal document or a specific orel agreement. Your 


| 
| 


common sense will tell you that when men and women, 


in fact, undertake to enter into a cr iminal conspiracy, | 


| 
much is left to the unexpressed understanding. Con- 


spirators usually don't reduce their agreements to 


writing or acknowledge them before a notary public, | 
nor do they publicly broadcast or advertise their plans, 


From its nature, a conspiracy is almost | 
invariably secret in its origin and execution, but it's! 
| 
sufficient to prove the existence of a conspiracy if 


| 


two or more persons in any manner through any contri- | 
vance impliedly or tacitly came to a common under stand- 
ing to violate the law together. Express language or 
specific words are not required to indicate assent 

to or attachment to a conspiracy, nor is it required 
that you should find that all of the co-conspirators 
charged in the Indictment joined in the conspiracy in 


order to find that the conspiracy existed as charged. 


You need only find that one of the defendents, or this 
particular defendant on trial, entered into an ) 
agreement with one or more other persons in order to 
find that a conspiracy existed. 

In determining whether there has been an un- | 


lawful agreement, you may judge acts and conduct of | 


the alleged conspiretors which are done to carry out 


ISG | 


an apparent criminal purpose. You have all heard the 


{ 


adage, “Actions speak louder than words." Usually, the | 
only evidence aveilable is that of disconnected acts, | 
which when taken together with each other, may show a 
conspiracy to secure es particular result just as satis- | 
factorily and conclusively as more direct proof. The | 
offense is complete whenever the unlawful agreement is | 
made and any single overt act to effect the object of 
the conspiracy is thereafter committed by at least one 
co-conspirator. Proof of the accomplishment of the 
objects of the conspiracy, the actuel bringing of the 
girls, may be the most persuasive evidence of the 


existence of the conspiracy itself. Success of the 


{ 


venture, if you believe it was successful, may be proof 


of the existence of the agreement. But it does not a 
to succeed in order to constitute a crime. 

In determining whether the conspiracy char ged 
in this Indictment actually existed, you may consider 
the evidence of the acts and conduct of the elleged 
conspirstors as a whole and the reasonable inferences 


or conclusions to be drawn from such evidence. If upon 


consideration of the evidence you find beyond a reason- 
able doubt that the minds of at least two of the alle 
co-conspirators wet in a conspiratorial agreement to 


work together in furtherance of the unlawful schene 


{ 
| 


_ 160 


{ 


' 


374 


charged in this Indictment, that is, to violate the 


Federal laws concerning interstate activities in furthers 
ance of prostitution, then that is proof that a conspir-| 
acy, in fact, existed, and the first element would be | 
satisfied, | 

The period of time charged, as I mentioned | 
earlier, was from on or about June 1, 1972, to January 31, 
1974. It is not necessary for the Government to prove | 
the conspiracy started and ended on those precise, spe- 
cific dates. It's sufficient if you find that the con- | 
spiracy was formed, that it existed for some substantial 
time within the period set forth in the Indictment and | 
that eat least one overt act was committed during that 
period and in this District. 

Now the second element in Count 1 which must be | 
proved beyond a reasonable doubt is individual aotionanty 
in the conspiracy by the pergon whose case you are con- 
sidering, Mr. Rintiolo. 

If you do conclude that a conspiracy as charged 


existed, you must next determine whether he was a member, 


that is, whether he participated intentionally in the 


| 
} 
| 


conspiracy with knowledge of its unlewful purposes and 


in furtherance of its unlawful objectives, To find that’ 


a defendant was a member of a conspiracy, you must find | 


that he knowingly and intentionally participated therein, 
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Thus, mere knowledge by a defendant of the existence 
of a conspiracy or knowledge of an illegal act on the 
part of an alleged conspirator, or mere association 
with one or more conspirators is not sufficient to es- | 
tablish his membership in the conspiracy. The Cover ment 
must establish beyond a reasonable doubt that the defend- 
ant, whose case you are considering, Mr. Riniolo, was | 
aware of its basic purposes and objects and entered into, 
the conspiracy with a specific criminal intent, that is, | 
with a purpose to violate the law. | 
So if this defendant with understanding of the | 


unlawful character of the conspiracy intentionally 


engages in actions or advises or assists for the pur pose| 


of furthering the illegal undertaking, he thereby become 


e@ knowing and willful participant and a conspirator, 
and the second element of Count 1 may be found to have 
been satisfied. 


However, I want to caution you again -- mere 


association with one or more of the alleged co-conspiratprs 
doesn't make one a member of the conspiracy, nor is | 
knowledge of its existence without participation suf- | 


ficient to make one a conspirator. To find that he was 


a member of the conspiracy, you must first find that 
he acted knowingly and willfully and with specific know 


edge and criminal intent, and I will discuss the meant 
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of these words with you at greater length in a few 
moments. 

Mere presence at the scene of the crime and 
knowledge that a crime is being committed are not 


sufficient to establish guilt unless you find beyond 


@ reasonable doubt that the defendant was a participant 


and not merely a knowing spectator. This instruction 
applies to all Counts of this Indictment. 

In determining whether the conspiracy existed 
as charged, you should consider the actions and declara- 
tions of all of the alleged participants. However, in 
determining whether Mr. Riniolo was a member of the 
conspiracy, if any, you should consider only his own 
acts and his statements, and not what others may have 


said or done. He cannot be bound by the acts or dec lara} 


tions of other participants until it is established 
that a conspiracy existed and that he was one of its 


members. 


If it appears from the evidence beyond a reason- 
able doubt that the conspiracy was knowingly and will- 


fully formed as alleged in the Indictment, and thet Mr. 


Riniolo knowingly and willfully became a member of the 
conspiracy, and that thereafter one or more of the 
conspirator® knowingly committed, in furtherance of 


the conspiracy, one or more of the overt acts charged, 
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then the success or failure of the conspiracy, to accom: | 
plish the illegal purpose, is immaterial. | 

I will now read to you the overt acts. The 
word “overt means “open,” that is to say, “obser vable,", 
somthing that can be seen. 

"1. On several occasions between approximately | 
December 16, 1972, and December 23, 1972, the exact 
date being unknown, Rita Marie Burchill (who was then 
sixteen years of age and who had just been transported 
by automobile from Warren, Ohio, to Buffalo, New York, 
by the co-conspirator Raymond Pandelli) had converse- 
tions with Linda Huber Ferguson and Salvatore A. ("Sam") 
Riniolo. | 

"2. Sometime around December 23, 1972, the | 


exact date being to the Grand Jurors unknown, Rite | 


Marie Burchill obtained an airline ticket from Linda 


| 


Huber Ferguson and traveled by commercial airline from 
Buffalo, New York, to Cleveland, Ohio; 

"3. Sometime around December 15, 1973, the 
defendant Linda Ferguson, in Buffalo, New York, tele- 


phoned Betty Grand alias "Sewmmie”" in Pittsburgh, Penn- 


sylvania; 
"4. Sometime during approximately the third 


week of January, 1974, the defendant Salvatore Riniolo, 


| 
| 
| 
while at Apartment 401, 200 Niagara Street, Buffalo, | 


16Y 


New York, had a conversation with a seventeen year 


old girl, who was then and there using the alias 


‘Joyce Williams’; 

"5 On or about January 19 and 20, 1974, the 
aforesaid ‘Joyce Williams’ had a conversation about 
prostitution with the defendants, Linda Huber Ferguson 


and Salvatore Riniolo, while at 829 Elamwood Avenue 


(Lower), Buffalo, New York." 


Those are the overt acts. By the term “overt 


act" is meant any act committed by one of the conspirators 
in an effort to effect or accomplish some object or 

| purpose of the conspiracy. The overt act need not be 
| criminal in nature if considered seperately and a part 
from the conspiracy. It may be as innocent as having | 
e conversation or walking across the street or driving 
an automobile or using a telephone, It must, however, 


be an act which follows and tends toward accomplishment | 


of the plan or scheme, It must be knowingly done in 


furtherance of some object or purpose of the conspiracy 
charged in the Indictment. | 
The commission of an overt act within this 
District, and of course, Buffalo, New York, is in this 
District, by a member of the conspiracy in furtherance 


thereof, is an essential element to the crime of con- | 


spiracy. | 
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The purpose of requiring proof of an overt act 
is that parties might conspire together and agree 
to violate the law. And after they reach that 
agreement, they can change their mind and may do 
nothing to carry it into effect. If that happens, if 
it was only talk, then no crime has been committed. 

It is not necessary for the Government to prove 
that each member of the conspiracy committed or particir 
pated in an overt: act or any particular overt act, 
since the act of anyone done in furtherance of the con- 
spiracy becomes the act of all the members of the con- 


spiracy. 


Also, the Government is not required to prove 
each of the overt acts as alleged in the Indictment. 
It is sufficient if it proves the commission of at 
least one of the overt acts by any co-conspirator. 

Now you have heard me use the words "knowingly 
and willfully," and these are important words. The 
question is what do these words mean? Let me instruct 
you first to what they don't mean. They don't mean 
that the Government must show that the defendant knew 
that he was breaking a particular law before he can be 


convicted of a crime. They do not mean that the Govern: 
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anything to do with his personal or private reasons for 
violating the stacute. If you think so, if after cor- 
sidering all the evidence in accordance with my 8f > .#- 
tions to you, you come to the conclusion that ft detente 
ant violated the statute, then in that event his person: 
or private reasons for violating the statute has no 
consequence as far as his guilt is concerned, 

I instruct you that these words “knowingly and 
willfully" mean deliberately, intentionally. In other 
words, you mst be satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt 
that the defendant acted with knowledge, consciously 
and in the free exercise of his will. ‘The words 
“knowingly and willfully" are opposed to the idea of 


an inadvertent or accidental occurrence. 


An act fe done knowingly if it is done volun- 
tarily and purposely and not because of mistake, acci- 
dent, negligence or other innocent reason. 

An act is done willfully if it is done knowing] 
and purposely and not because of mistake, "Wiliful" 
dosen't mean that the defendant, in addition to knowing 
what he was doing, must alsc suppose that he was break- 


ing any particular law. Rather, it is sufficient if 


you are convinced beyond a reasonable doubt that he was 


aware of the general unlawful nature of his act. 


Specific criminal intent must exist on the part 
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of the defendant before he may be convicted on this or 
on any other Count in this case. 

A “specific intent," as the term implies, means | 
the intent to commit the act. To establish a specific | 
intent, the Government must prove that the defendant 
knowingly did an act which the law forbids, and pur pose ly 
intended to violate the law. Such an intent may be 
determined from all the facts and circumstances in the 
evidence. He need not know what particular law or laws | 
he was breaking, a8 long as he knew the general unlawful 
nature of his act and acted from a bad purpose. 

Now as I explained to you, the three elements 


of Count 1, each must be proved beyond a reasonable 


doubt, If you find any element was not so proved, Mr. 
Riniolo must be found not guilty on Count 1. If all 
three elements have been proved to your satisfaction 
beyond a reasonable doubt, then it is your duty to 
find him guilty on Count 1. 

Now I will go to Count 2 of the Indictment. 
Count 2 reads as follows: 

"The Grand Jury Further Charges: That sometime 
during the month of December, 1972, the exact dates 
being to the Grand Jurors unknown, in the Western Dis- 
trict of New York, and the Northern District of Ohio, 


the defendants herein, Linda Huber Ferguson, and | 
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, 


Salvatore A. (Sam) Riniolo, unlawfully did use telephone 


facilities between Warren, Ohio, and Buffalo, New York, 


i 


and unlawfully did aid, abet, counsel, command, induce | 
and cause one Raymond Rocco Pandelli and Rita Marie 
Burchill to travel in interstate commerce (that is, by 
automobile, from Warren, Ohio, to Buffalo, New York, 
sometime around December 16, 1973) with intent to prom 
mote, manage, establish, carry on and facilitate the 
promotion, management, establishment and carrying on 
of an unlawful activity -- that is, a business enter- 
prise involving prostitution in violation of Section 


2421 of Title 18 of the United States Code; and there- 


after, the said defendants, Linda Huber Ferguson and 


{ 


Salvatore A. (Sam) Riniolo, did perform and attempt 
to perform acts which would promote, manage, establish 
and carry on and facilitate the promotion, management, 
establishment and carrying on of the said unlawful 
activity, the said acts including, emong others, 

(1) establishing Rite Merie Burchill as a prostitute 
at 829 Elmwood Avenue in Buffalo, New York, and (2) 
assisting in arranging @ commercial flight from 
Buffalo, New York, to Cleveland, Ohio, ali in violation | 


of Sections 1952 and Section 2 of Title 18 of the 


United States Code," 


( 


That is Count 2. 


: 0 
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Now, Section 1952 I read it to you earlier, 
and it provides, in pertinent part, as follows: 

"Whoever travels in interstate or foreign 
coumerce, ox to otherwise promote, manage, establish, 
and carry on, or facilitate the promotion, establishment, 
and carrying on of any unlawful activity, and there- 
after performs or attempts to perform any of the follow-| 
ing acts; 

"(1) To distribute the proceeds of say unlawful 


activity; or 


"(2) To promote, manage, establish and carry sis 


and facilitate the promotion, establishment, and carry- 
ing on of any unlawful activity, shall be guilty of an 
offense against the United States," 


The statute further defines an unlawful activity 


as meaning prostitution offenses in violetion of the 
laws of the United States. 

In order to convict the defendant as charged 
in Count 2 of the Indictment, the Government must es- 
tablish three essential elements of Count 2. First, 
that Raymond Rocco Pandelli and Rita Merie Burchill 
knowingly and willfully traweled in interstate commerce 


as charged, that is, between one state and another; 


and second, that this defendant, Salvatore A. ("Sam’') 


Riniolo, knowingly and wilifully aided, abetted or 
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caused, or commanded that travel, either directly or 
through Mrs. Ferguson. 

Third, that the travel was done with the a pec if fe 
criminal intent on the part of this defendant and 
Pandelli and Burchill and Ferguson to further iecten | 
tion in violation of the Federal law involving prosti- 
tution, which I just read to you in connection with 
Count 1, and which I will not now repeat again. 

Now traveling in interstate commerce, or use of | 
facilities in interstate commerce, in furtherance of 
the prostitution activity, is an essential element of 
the offense. It is sufficient to establish this 
element of the crime if a person under consideration 
travels in interstate commerce in order to facilitate 
or attempt to facilitate the unlawful dnttoteedeiceubi 
prostitutes across state lines for the purposes of 
prostitution, or aids or abets or causes someone else 
to do so. 

It is not sufficient, however, simply to show 
travel or use of the facilities in interstate commerce, 
followed by the prostitution unless you fird beyond a 
reasonable doubt that the travel or use of interstate 
facilities was with a specific dominant intent of having 


Miss Burchill engage in prostitution after her arrival 


in Buffalo or after her arrival in Cleveland. 
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Wow, Section 2(A) of Title 18, of the United 
States Code provides, in relevant part, that: 


"Whoever commits an offense against the United | 


States or aide, abets, counsels, commands, induces or 
procures its commission, is punishable as a principal." | 

Under the statute just read, the guilt of a | 
defendant may be established without proof that the 


accused personally did every act constituting the offense 


charged. In other words, every person who willfully | 


participates in the commission of a crime, while aiding 
or abetting or counseling or commanding or inducing 
or procuring the crime, may be found guilty of that 


crime. 


In order to aid and abet another to commit 
a crime, it is necessary that the accused person will- 
fully associate himself in some way with the criminal 
venture and willfully participate in it as he would in 


something he wishes to bring about; that is to say, 


that he willfully seek by some act or omission of 
his to make the criminai venture succeed. 

It is not necessary to prove that the accused 
personally did every act constituting the of fense 
charged. As a general rule, whatever any person is 
legally capable of doing himself, he can do through 


another person as his agent. So, if the acts or con- 
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duct of an employee or an agent are willfully ordered 
ox directed--or willfully authorized by a defendant, 


then the law holds the defendant responsible for such 


acts or conduct just as if he had personally done the 
acts or conduct, 

I previously defined the words "knowingly and 
willfully.” The same definition applies to each Count 
of this Indictment. 

If any element is not proved beyond a reasonable 
doubt to your satisfaction, you must acquit on Count 2. 
And this statement applies to every Count in the Indiet4 
ment, although, as I mentioned before, the Counts have 
different elements, 

I will now read Count 3: 

"The Grand Jury Further Charges: That sometime 
around December 16, 1972, the exact date being to the 
Grand Jurors unknown, in the Western District of New 
York, and the Northern District of Ohio, Linda Huber 
Ferguson and Salvatore A. (Sam) Riniolo, unlawfully 
and knowingly did aid, abet, counsel, command, induce 
and cause one Raymond Rocco Pandelli (named herein as 


a@ co-conspirator but not indicted as a defendant) to 


transport in interstate commerce (that is, by automo- 
bile from Warren, Ohio, to Buffalo, New York) one Rita 


Marie Burchill for the purpose of prostitution, all 
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in violation of Sections 2421 and Section 2 of Title 
18 of the United States Code." 

Count 3 of the Indictment charges that Mr. 
Rintolo did knowingly and willfully cause Raymond 
Pandelli to transport or cause to be transported Rita 
Marie Burchill in interstate commerce in violation of 
Title 18, United States Code, Section 2421, and that 
statute which is commonly called the "Mann Act," I 
read to you before, and it provides, in relevant part, 
es follows: 

"Whoever knowingly transports in interstate 
commerce any woman or girl for the purposes of prosti- 
tutfon shall be guilty of a crime against the United 
States." 

Three essential elements are required to be 
proved beyond a reasonable doubt in order to establish 
the offense charged in Count 3. 

First, the act or acts of transportation, or 
causing to be transported in interstate commerce, a 
woman or girl as cherged, 

Secondly, doing such act or acts knowingly and 
willfully. 

Thirdly, doing such act or acts of transports- 
tion for the dominant purpose of prostitution. 


In order to cause another person to commit a 


/ 74 


ses | 


criminsl act, it is necessary that the accused willfully 


t 


! do something which results in the other person's doing | 


something the law forbids. | 


The offense charged in the Indictment is com- 
| 
plete once the woman or girl is knowingly and willfully 


| 
| 


transported, or caused to be transported, across State | 


| 


lines for prostitution as alleged. | 
If, however, the evidence in the case merely 
| establishes that following the interstate rengeuesenteal 
charged in the Indictment, prostitution was engaged in | 
by such 4 woman or girl, although that fact may be con-| 


sidered by the jury for such light as it may shed upon 


the purpose of the trip at the time the transportation | 


( 


across State lines into New York occurred, it will not 


be sufficient in itself to establish guilt. Rather, 
the intention that she engage in prostitution upon 


arriving in Buffalo must exist {n Pandelli'’s mind, and 


at the time the trip was going on, in order for such 
@ person to be guilty of this Count. 

Here, again, a specific criminal intent on 
Rintolo's part, if he, in fact, caused Pandelli to 
transport the girl, must be present, as previously 


defined for you. Unless all the elements of Count 3 


{ 


are proved beyond a reasonable doubt, he must be 


in the mind of whoever caused Pandelli to bring her 
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acouitted, but if each element is so proved, it is 
vour duty to convict, Such proof as to each element 
must be beyond a reasonable doubt. 


Row I will read the fourth and last Count: 


‘rhe Grand Jury Further Charges: That sometime 


around December 23, 1972, the exect date being to the 
frand Jurors unknown, in the Western District of New | 
York and elsewhere, Linda Huber Ferguson and Selvatore A. 
(Sam) Riniolo, did unlawfully and knowingly persuade, | 
induce, entice and coerce one Rite Marie Burchill, @ | 
girl who had not then ectained her eighteenth birthday, | 


to go from one place to another by common carrier, 


fn interstate commerce; that is, by commercial air plane| 
from Buffalo, New York, to Cleveland, Ohio, with intent 
that she be induced and coerced to engage in prostitu- 


tion, all in violation of Sections 2423 and Section 2 


of Title 18 of the United States Code." 

Count 4 has four essential elements, each of 
which must be proved beyond a reasonable doubt in 
order to constitute a crime. 

First: The act or acts of inducing, enticing 
or coercing a female to travel in interstate commerce, 


or causing such travel. 


Second: That the woman or girl, and in this 


case Miss Burchill, had not yet ettained her eighteent 
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birthday. 


Now here it is not necessary that the Govern- 


ment prove that the defendant was awere that the women | 


was under eighteen years of age or that he knew how old 


} 
| 
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she was, This is not an element which the Government 
must prove, but there must be a specific intent to 
transport this particular girl. 

Third: That the travel caused was for the 
purposes of prostitution. 

Fourth: Thet the act or acts was or were done | 
knowingly and willfully. 

I believe I have already defined all of the 
necessary words in these elements in connection with 
the other Counts, and those instructions apply here. 

Now ordinerily intent may not be proved 
directly, because there is no way of fathoming or scru- 

tinizing the operations of the human mind now and in 
the past. But you may infer a defendant's intent from 
all the surrounding circumstances, You may consider 

any statement made and done or omitted by a defendant, 


and all other facts and circumstances in evidence, 


which indicate to you what his state of wind or his 
intent was at the time. 
I am almost at the end, members of the jury. 


I want to say a word about deliberating. Your first 
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step is to select and agree upon & person to act 48 


a foreman or forelady of the jury. And I want to say 


to you that the opinion of your spokesman is, however, 


juror. In deliberations, each juror is entitled to 


his or her own opinion. Each of you should exchange 


views with fellow jurore. ‘That is the purpose of jury 
deliberations, to discuse md consider the evidence; 


to listen to the arguments of other jurors; to present 


politely and reasonably; and to reach a verdict based 
solely and wholly on the evidence, if you can do 80 
without violence to your individual judgment. Each 


of you must decide the case for himself or herself 


| after consideration with your fellow jurors. You 
shouldn't hesitate to change your opinion if after 
diecussion with the other jurors it eppears that you 
are wrong in light of the discussion viewed against 
the evidence and the law. However, if after carefully 
weighing all the evidence and listening to the argu- 


ments of your fellow jurors, you entertain a conscien- 


tious view that differs from the rest, you are not 


to give up your judgment simply because you are out~- 


numbered or outweighed. 
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The final vote of each of you 


| 


no more important or significant than that of any other 


i your individuel views, and tc consult with one another > 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


must reflect your individual conscientious judgment as 
| 


t 
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to how this case should be decided. In order to reach | 
a verdict on any Count, it must be unanimous ss to | 
that Count. 

Under your oath as jurors, you can't allow a 
consideration of the possible sentence or punishment 
which may be inflicted upon the defendant if convicted | 
to influence your verdict in any way or in any sense | 
to enter into your deliberations. 

The duty of imposing sentence rests exc lus ively 
upon the Court, Your function is to weigh the evidence 
in the case and to determine whether or not the de- 
fendant was proved guilty beyond a reasonable doubt 
as to any particular Count in the Indictment, and to 
do so solely upon the basis of the evidence and the 
law. 

You are to decide the case upon the evidence 
and the evidence alone, and you mustn't be influenced 
by any assumption, conjecture or sympathy, or by any 
inference not werranted by the facts. 

If you fail to find beyond « reasonable doubt 


that the Law has been violated as to any Count, you 


shouldn't hesitate for any reason to find a verdict 
of not guilty. But on the other hand, if you should 
find thet the law has been violated by this defendant 


| 
| 
as charged, you should not hesitate because of at 
i 
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or any other reason to render a verdict of guilty as 
to that Count. 


Now I em sending in with you for your delibera- 


| 
| 


tions all of the Exhibits other than the tapes and 

the transcripts of the tapes. The transcripts of the 
tapes are not evidence. If you want to look at thea, 
you can send out @ note and say so. But you must under > 
stand that the evidence is what is on the tapes, and 
the transcripts were only allowed to be shown to you 
to help you listen to the tapes. Neturally, if you 
want to hear the tapes or any pert of them, if you 


send out a note telling the Court that you would like 


to hear the tapes or what part of the tapes you would 
like to hear, then you will come out in the courtroom 
and they will be played for you with earphones if you 
want to hear them again. But I want to say to you 
that the trenscripts ere not really the evidence. The 
transcript is just there to help you hear the tapes 
and for that reason they will not be taken into the 


jury recom. 


X€ you want # copy of the Indictment, send out 
a note, and I will send it in. However, the Indic tmen 
is merely a charge or 4n accusation. It has no evi- 
dentiary value. 


If you have any question about eny part of ay 
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instructions, you may send out @ note asking for men 
will clear up any question you my have. | 
Also, you have the right to have testimony read | 
to you, but I ask you not to do that unless you exhaust 
your recollection in your discussions with each other, 
and if you do ask for anything to be read, please be as 


precise in the note as you can. 

How the foreman will send out the notes, and 
when the jury hes reached a verdict, the foreman will 
tell the U. S. Marshal that e verdict has been reached. 
In sending out any note, please don’t tell me how your 


vote may then be divided. ‘That is a subject I don't 


want to know. 
How finally speaking, your oath sums up your 


duty, and that is without fear or favor to anyone, you 
will well and truly try the issues between this defenda 
and the Government of the United States, and a true 
verdict give, based solely on the evidence and the 
Court's instructions as to the lew. 

It is important to the defendant; it is import- 
ant to the Government; and it is importent to you. 


Mr. Donahue, it turns out thet we haven't need 


of your services in this trial, and I thank you for | 
your regular attendance here. I ask you to please re- 


turn to the Court at 1:45 this afternoon. If also ask 
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you please don't discuss the case until the jury hes 
finished its work and has been discharged, and please 
don't speak to any of the lawyers or witnesses or any- 
body connected with the case until that time. 

JUROR: Your Honor, did you say "Donahue"? 

THE COURT: My record shows Mr. Donshue is 
Alternate No. 2, Eugene Donahue. 

JUROR: I am Alternate flo. 2. 

THE COURT: I guess the notes are incorrect. 
I beg your pardon. It looks like my records are incor- | 
rect. I'm sorry, gentlemen. ‘That is what I have on | 


my notes. It is a piece of paper. It is not part of 


the Court's regular record. I was mistaken as to the 


names, Will the two alternates state your names for 
the record, please? 

JUROR: I aw Welter Kennedy. 

THE COURT: What I just said to Mr. Donahue 
applies to you, sir. 

JUROR: My name is Michael Walek. 

THE COURT: Gentlemen, you are both excused. 
I'm sorry for the mixup. Come back at 1:45 and don't 
discuss the case in the interim. 


(two slternate jurors excused.) 


(Two warshals were duly sworn.) 


THE COURT: Members of the jury, I ask you to 


oe 
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remgin seated in the box briefly and not to discuss 


{ 


the case with each other because I want to confer with 
the attorneys in the nert room. It is possible I might 
have something additional to say to you. Every juror 
is entitled to be a party to all deliberations, se 
doen't discuss the case except when all twelve of you 
axe together, and please, if you go out to lunch today, 
don't discuss the case in the public restaurant, end 


conduct your deliberations in the jury room. You are 
also instructed you may net touch or leek at or use 
any of those bocks which are in the jury roem. And 
one reason is thet they are all out of date, and the 


( 


second reason is that it is improper fer you to look 
et them in any event. 

All right, please stand where you are, and I 
will join you in just a few minutes. 


< 


(In the robing rooa.) 
THE COURT: Mr. O*Keefe, I will begin with 
you. Do you have any additional requests or any ex- 
- cept fons? 
MR. O'KEEFE: Mo exceptions or requests, 
THE COURT: Mr. MNeMoyer? 


MR. ME MOYER: Yes, Judge. I except to thet 


part of the charge that stated there was no need on 


ee 
{ 


the part of the Government to show knowledge with re- 


AE 


( 


spect to the age of Miss Burchill in Count 4. 

THE COURT: Yes. I thought I gave you 4n ¢z- 
ception on that yesterday, but you are entitled to ‘*, 
and I will state for the record I am relying on an 
extension of the theory of United States ageinst Feola. 
If he hed the intent to transport that particular girl, 
then the age goes along with it, and you are entitled 
to an exception on that point. 

MR. ME MOYER: Okay. Then I request in regard | 
to the same Count, Judge, that the jury be instructed 


that the Government has to show use of 8 common —— 


THE COURT: Which Count number are you talking | 


about? 

Ms. NE MOYER: Count No. 4, Judge. 

THE COURT: I think that in reading the Count 
ic is clear that is the instruction, and I think the 
testimony was all to the effect thet that perticular 
trip in a comeon carrier, namely, an @ix line. 

MR. ME MOYER: ‘then I request that you tell 
the jury thet the use of an automobile by Mr. Pandelli 
to bring her here did not constitute ~~ 

THE COURT: Under Count 4 there is no evidence 
that she went anywhere other than by sirplane, so there 
is no need to instruct about an automobile. But I th 


that on Count 3 the automobile, which is alleged in the 


rl hed 


( 


( 
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Indictment, is sufficient. 


MR, NE MOYER: I om addressing myselr to Ceunt 

THE COURT: Yes, but as to Count 4 -- if she 
went at all, she went by airplane. ‘There is no evide 
she went by automobile. 

MR. HE MOYER: I think when she came here, 
Judge, she came by automobile driven by Pandelli. 

THE COURT: Yes, but that wee under a different 
Section that he was charged. He is charged under 2421 
on Count 3, a simple ‘ann Act violation, siding end 
abetting a Mann Act violation. When you come to 2423, 
the charge which is in Count 4, I agree with you, you 
have to have a carrier, but I think that fe what I in- 
structed -- and all the evif-xce is by carrier. I read 
them the Count verbatim, and it says “common carr ter." 
If you want me to describe "common carrier" to them, I 
will do that. 

MR. NE MOYER: I think the evidence is clear 
she did not come here by common carrier. 

THE COURT: I beg your pardon? 

MR. ME MOYER: You are correct with respect to 
Count 4, She went to Cleveland by common carrier. On 
Count 3 the automobile is good enough. On Count 4, I 


think the evidence is that the witness Ferguson advised 
her to leave Pandelli and -- 
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THE COURT: That is for the jury. That was 
_ | argued to the jury equally. I agree with you that 
| Count 4 is awfully thin, but I think it is better that 
the jury deal with it. 


All right, you may have an exception to that. 


I will instruct them what a common carrier is. 


Is there anything else? 


(Im open court.) 


THE COURT: There is one additional thing I 


want to mention to the jury with respect to Count 4. 


: 
a 
. 
i MR. NE MOYER: I have nothing else, Your Honor. 
i 
F 
i I believe I did state it, but I wart to make certain 


I was clear on the subject. 
Under Count 4 which is alleged to be the trip 


of Rita Marie Burchill from Buffalo back to Cleveland, 
Ohio, it must appear thet the transpertation in inter- 
state commerce wes by common carrier, that is, commer- 
cial airplane from Buffalo, Mew York, to Cleveland, 


and only thet means of transportation would be satis- 


reasonable doubt that she went by common carrier, and 


unless all the other elewents that I mentioned to you 
before are proved, the defendant must be acquitted on 
Count 4. 


H 
i 
E 
E 
% fied under Count 4, Unless it is proved beyond a 
, 
A 
F 
’ What is e "common carrier"? A common carrier 
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is a corporation or business which is licensed for the 
purpose of transporting people for hire between one 
place in one state and another place in another state 
and which is open to all the general public. That is 
why they call it e common carrier, because any Ta ade 
of the general public may go in and buy a ticket and 
transport himself to wherever he is going in interstate 
commerce. So here we sre talking sbout a regular 
commercial eirline, the sort which departs from Buffalo 
to Cleveland. I'm sure you all understand what is 
meant by a common carrier in that context. 

All right, members of the jury, you may now 
retire and deliberate. 

(At 11:45 a.m., the jury retired to 
deliberate upon a verdict.) 

(At 12:05 p.m., in the robing room, 
counsel present.) 

THE COURT: ‘he Court hes a note from the jury 
received about two minutes ago, end reads as follows: 
"Judge, could we have Indictment Ho. 1%” 

I assume that they mean Count No. 1. 

Now do you have a redacted copy of Count No. 1? 

MR, O'KEEFE: I don't, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: What is your pleasure? Do you 


want me to have one run on the Xerox machine? In my 
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a 
reading to the jury, I hed eliminated, as I told you 
both that I would do during the charge conference, o© 
perhaps earlier, the reference to Article 230 of the 
Penal Law and the first six lines on Page in 

MR, NE MOYER: Right, yes. 


Are you going to send something in to the jury? 


THE COURT: I'm seeking advice from counsel 
here on both sides. I have this request, I have no 
clean copy of Count 1, and apparently, the United States 
Attorney does not either, so the question is, do you 


want me to take scissors end Xerox it or to ask the 


Clerk to do so? Ox do you want we to merely tell them 
that I don't have a clean copy or I will read it to 
them? Or do you want me to take a magic marker and 
blank out the material -- 

MR. NE MOYER: In the first instance, then, I 
suggest that you re-read the Count to them, and if you 
decide to go further and send something to them, I 
wish you wouid send in @ redacted copy. 

THE COURT: How would you like to have it re- 
dacted? 

MR. WE MOYER: I would prefer that it not indi- 
cate that it is redacted, but I don't know physically 
how you cen do it. 


a 
THE COURT: ‘The only way I can physically do it 


Ecroadicnmasdaecaedhscknnetmarheiomenpamatenasenas 


( 


{ 


( 


i 
| 
| b 


802 


on such short notice is by just reading it. I will 
tell them that I don't have a clean unmarked copy, 
so I'm going to read them Count 1. As to the other 
Count, I have no problem. I can simply take that off | 
with scissors, 

All right. I will get them back in the court- 
room and read them Count 1. 

(In open court; jury present.) 
THE COURT: Members of the jury, I have your 


note, which was handed to me about ix or seven minutes 
ago, and it says, "Could we have Indictment No. 17" 
And I assume the nete means Count 1. I do not have 
available to me right at this time a clean copy of 
just Count 1 of the Indictment. It would take e little 
bit of time to get thet. If you would like to wait, 
I will have the proper copy of Count 1 of the Indictme 
made for you and simply send it to yaw. If you would 
like to have me read it to you instead, or if you 
would like both to have it read and then have the 
proper copy obtained, I am willing te whichever the 
jury wishes to have done. 

THE FOREMAN: Would you read it now, Your 
Honor, and then give us a copy? 

THE COURT: Ali right, sir. I will now read 


Count 1: 


(ie 


"The Grand Jury Charges: That continuously 
between approximately June 1, 1972, and January 31, 
1974, that exact dates being to the Grand Jurors un- 
known in the Western District of New York and elsewhere, 
the defendants herein, Linda Huber Ferguson and 
Salvatore A. ("Sam") Riniolo, unlawfully did conspire, 
combine and agree together and with other and with 
Carol Barber, Betty Grand a/k/a "Seumie," Memie Harris | 
and Raymond Pandelli (named herein as co-conspirators 
but not as defendants) and with numerous other persons 


most of whose names are to the Grand Jurors unknown, 


to commit offenses ageinst the United States of America, 
name ly: 

"(A) To use facilities in interstate commerce 
(that is, telephone facilities and common carriers) 
and to travel and to cause others to use such faecili- 
ties and travel in interstate commerce (that is, by 
airplane, bus and automobile between Buffalo, New York 
in the Western District of New York and places outside 
the State of New York, including, among others, Boston, 
Massachusetts, Warren, Ohio, and Piteteburgh, Pennsyl- 
vania) with intent to promote, manege, establish, 
carry on and facilitate the promotion, management, 
establishment end carrying on of a certain unlawful 
activity -- the seid wmlawful activity being a busines 


a 


enterprise involving prostitution, {in violation of 


( 


Sections 2421, 2422 and 2423 of Title 18 of the United 


States Code; and 


"(B) To knowingly transport and cause, aid 
and abet the transportation in interstate commerce 
(that is, between Buffalo, New York end points outside 


the State of New York ) of women and girls for purposes 


: 


of prostitution, debauchery and other immoral purposes; 
and to knowingly procure and obtein and cause, aid and 
abet the procurement and obtaining of tickets and other 


forms of transportation and evidence of rights thereto 


to be used by various women and girls in interstate 
commerce as aforesaid, and in going between Buffalo, 
New York, and other places outside the State of New 
York for purposes of prostitution, debauchery and other 
immoral purposes, in violation of the provisions of 
Sections 2421 and Section 2 of Title 18 of the United 
States Code; and 

"(C) To knowingly persuade, induce and entice 
and cause, aid and abet the persuasion, inducement and 
enticement of women and girls to go frew one place to 
another in interstate and foreign commerce (that is, 
between Buffalo, New York, and points outside the State 


of New York) for purposes of prostitution, debsuchery 


{ 


and other immorel purposes, and tt.ereby to knowingly 


i. 
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cause such women and girls to go and be transported 
@S passengers upon common carriers (that is, airplanes, 
buses and trains) in interstete commerce as aforesaid, 
in violation of the provisions of Sections 2422 and 
Section 2 of Title 18 of the United States Code; and | 
"(D) To knowingly persuade, induce and entice 
and cause, aid and abet the persuasion, inducement 
and enticement of girls, who had not attained their 
eighteenth birthday, to go from one place to another 
as aforesaid by common carrier as aforesaid in inter- 


state commerce with intent that such girls be induced 


to engage in prostitution, debauchery and other immoral 
practices, in viv ation of Sections 2423 and Section 2 
of Title 18 of the United Stetes Code: 

"Overt Acts: And, during the period aforesaid, 
the said defendants, Linde Huber Ferguson and Salvatore 
A. ("Sam") Riniolo, committed, among others, the follow- 
ing overt acts in furtherance of the said conspiracy 
and in order to effectuate the object and pur pose 
thereof, to wit: 

"1, On several occasions between approximately 
December 16, 1972, and December 23, 1972, the exact 
date being unknown, Rite Marie Burchill (who was then 
sixteen years of age and who had just been transported 
by automobile frea Verren, Ohio, to Buffalo, New York, 
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by the con-conspiratce Raymond Pande lli) had conversa- 
tions with Linde Huber Ferguson end Salvetore A. ("San") 
Riniolo. | 
"2. Sometime around December 23, 1972, the 
exact date being to the Grand Jurors unknown, Rite 
Marie Burchill obtained an airline ticket from Linda 


Huber Ferguson and traveled by commercial airline froma 


Buffalo, New York, to Cleveland, Chio; | 
"3. Sometime around December 18, 1973, the | 

defendant Linda Ferguson, of Buffalo, New York, tele- 

phoned Betty Grand alias “Seaamie" in Pittsburgh, 


Pennsylvania; 


"4. Sometime during approximately the third 
week of January, 1974, the defendant, Salvatore Riniolo, 
while at Apartment 401, 200 Niagara Street, Buffalo, 
New York, had a conversation with a seventeen-year~ 
old girt, who was then and there using the alias 
‘Joyce Williams '; 

"5 On or about Jenuary 19 and 20, 1974, the 
aforesaid ‘Joyce Williams’ had a conversation about 
prostitution with the defendants, Linde Huber Ferguson | 
and Salvatore Riniolo, while at 829 Eluwood Avenue 
(Lower), Buffalo, Mew York. 

“All of which was in violation of Section 371 


of Title 18 of the United States Code.” 


793 


407 


Members of the jury, that completes the reading 


of Count 1. The Court will attend to obtaining @ 


proper copy of just Count 1, and I will send it in to 


you when I have it, which may be after the luncheon 


recesé. 


You may now withdraw and resume your de libera- 


(At 12:15 p.m., the jury again retir 


to continue their deliberations.) 
(Jury not present.) 
THE COURT: The point is well taken here thet 
the jury is entitled to see a copy of the Count which 
has omitted from it the materials which the Court 


struck snd which does not appear physically to be 
The practice 


redacted, tampered with in any fashion. 
of blanking out parts of it hee been disapproved by 
the Second Circuit in connection with the practice in 
either Vermont or Conneczicut -- I'm not certain which, 
and I can’t distinguish thet case here, so I think it 
is appropriate without the absence of any consent to 
the contrary, thet Pages 1 end 2 be re-Xeroxed in 

such a fashion and using the same typeface so they 
look complete on their face and so that the jury will 


not speculate as to those portions wich the Court 


oO a 


struck out. ‘There is no problem atout pages 3 and 4, 


ae’ 


ae 
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except that since they only asked for Count 1, you will 
cut off a page before Cownt 2 begins. 

Now is there eny reason, Mr. O'Keefe, why you 
can't do that right away and bring beck three copies, 
one that Mr. NeMoyer can examine and one for the Court’ 
file and a third one, which I will send to the jury? 

MR. O'KEEFE: I would like to know if you can 
mark exactly what you will submit. 

THE COURT: I have my marked copy, and I will 
have the Clerk mark it as a Court's Exhibit what I 
read and the material within the parentheses is the 
material that I redacted and didn’t read, so you 
shouldn't have any real difficulty with it. You cught 
to do it vent prompt ly. 

MR. O'KEEFE: Are there any parts in there 
where we can require, like three dots to £111 in and -- 

THE COURT: As I understand the case law, they 
are not to be given én Indictment which appears to 
have had things stricken out by the Court which would 
induce thea to speculate @ to what was stricken out. 
That is not my rule. That is a rule which the Circuit 
made in connection with practice in either Vermont or 
Connecticut where things were a little different ani 
where they automatically give them the Indictments 


whether they ask for them or not. I feel constrained 


/9s- 


eo ms 


me 
in sny absense to the consent to the contrary, so I | 
want you to reconstruct these pages by means of Xerox 
ap so they look genuine but not to put dets in to show 
omissions. ‘That is exactly what they don't want you 
to do. If there ia any difficulty, feel free co dis- 
euss it with me. 


How long do you think it will take? 


MR. O'KEEFE: I will look at it and get someone 
to work on it. 

THE COURT: I don't want them necessarily to 
re-type it, but it has to be reconstructed by Xerox 
so it doesn't leok like a contrivance. 

Is there anything you want to add to this 


matter, Mr. HeMoyer? 
MR, NE MOYER: No, Judge, except as the lew 


provides, I want it not to appear redacted. 

THE COURT: Yes, but you sre satisfied wirh the 
instructions that I have given the prosecutor at this | 
time? 

MR. NE MOYER: Yes. 

THE COURT: Please stand by 80 you can have a 
look at it before it actually goes in. I think they 
are going to go to lunch at a quarter to one, 80 you 
can guide your own luncheon arrangements accordingly. 


(Recess) 
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(At 12:45 p.m., the jury was escor ted 
to lunch, after which they returned to the 
jury room and continued their deliberations.) 

(At 4:30 p.m., the jury returned to 
the courtroon.) 

THE COURT: Will the Clerk please ascertain 
if the Jury has reached a verdict? 

THE CLERK: Mr. Foreman, has the jury agreed 
upon a verdict? 

THE FOREMAN: We have. 

THE CLERK: Whet is your verdiet on Count | 
of the Indictwent? 

THE FOREMAN: Guilty. 

THE CLERK: Whet is your verdict on Count 2 
of the Indictment? 

THE FOREMAN: Wot guilty. 

7 CLERK: Wet is your verdict on Count 3 of 
the Indictwent? 

THE FOREMAN: Mot guilty. 

THE CLERK: What is your verdict on Count 4 of 
the Indictment? 

THE FOREMAN: Mot guilty. 

THE CLERK: Please listen es the Court records 
your verdict. You say you find the defendant guilty 
on Count 1 of the Indictment, not guilty on Count 2 of 
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the Indictment, not guilty on Count 3 of the Indictment, 
not guilty on Count 4 of the Indictment. 
Is your verdict as the Court has recorded it? 


THE FOREMAN: That's correct. 


THE COURT: I direct thet the verdict of the 
recorded, 
Is there @ request to poll the jury individually? 
MR. NE MOYER: I would request that. 
THE COURT: The jury may be polled individuslly 
(Each juror, upon being asked by 
the Clerk, "Is that you verdict,” answered 
in the affirmative.) 
THE COURT: Members of the jury, at this t(ne 
I am about to excuse you, and you will remain subject 
to the call of the Clerk's Office wiether they will 
need you again or not, and they will let you know. 
At this time I want to tell you that you are released 
from my direction that you may not discuss the case. 
You now have all the rights of free speech that every 
American citizen has. By the same token, there is no 
person that can compel you to discuss the case, aud no. 
attoraey or anybody else has any right to interview you 
or question you or ask you what your deliberatione 
were, I ordinarily tell jureces thet yeu may feel bette 


about your work ss a juror if you put it in the past 


98 
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and refuse to discuss it with anyone who should ask 
you. If anybody harasses you or bothers you in any 
way or «aks questions and doesn't heed your expression 
as to whether or not you wish to talk to them, then yeu 
should notify the Chief Judge of this court immediately, 
because no person, net even the judge himself, hae any 
right to ask jurors how or why or for whet reason or 
what the scope of their deliberations were. 

I went to thenk you st this time for your 
prompt attendance during this trial, and you are excus 
with the thanks of the Court. You may withdraw from 
the courtroom at this time. 

(Jury excused.) 

THE COURT: I will direct the Probation Officer 
to make a full report with respect to Mr. Riniolo, 
and I will set a date for the case, depending on what 
his scheduling will be, And I would like you to go 
down there now and see Mr. Schefer. 

MR, SCHAFER: I em here, Your Honor. We alr 
talked to him, Judge. 

THE COURT: ‘You did? 

MR. SCHAFER: Yes. 

TRE COURT: ‘That is not being wery optimistic. 

MR. SCHAFER: Mo, Judge. It might be realisti« 

THE COURT: What is a likely dete? 
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MR. SCHAFER: Oc tober 29th. 


THE COURT: In that case you are cont inued 
on your existing bail, Mr. Riniolc. 

DEFENDANT RINIOLO: ‘Thank you, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: October 29th, et ten fifteen. 
And it is your obligation to be here at that time and 
place. 

For the record, what is hie tail? 

MR. O'KEEFE: I have five thousand dollars -- 
proper (,’. 

THE COURT: All right. ‘There is no problem 
with that. Thank you gentlemen. You are cont inued 
until October 29th. 

MR. ME MOYER: ‘Thank you, Your Honor. 

(At 4:40 p.m., Tuesday, October 19, 
1976, the trial in the above-entitled matter 


was concluded.) 


3 
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not is for me to decide, | 

| 

CAHNEY: | 

| 

And you used the same affidavit for both search warrants,| 
funtt that correct ? 

Yeu, sir. 4 


They are identical’? | 
Yeu, Sir. 
Now, prior to getting this search warrant, did you ever 


tal to Joyce Williams? 


So that everyluing that you say relative to what Joyce 
Williams said you have from Detective Sergeant Dayka 

who in turn was telling you what Joyce Williams said, 

js that correct? 

Yes, sir, 

And ,ou never saw a copy of any statement, did you, that 
Joyce Williams has made out prior to your executing 


this search warrant? 


No, air. 

Sc then in effect you are taking Dayka's word for the 
fact that Jilliams made a statement which incriminated 
Ferguson and Riniolo, is that correct? 
Yes, sir. 


And you have no knowledge, I assume, that Joyce Wiliiams 
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past experLerce I have leavned that a good many 


do give aifferent nomes and different aldresseB. 


| 


tu had never met Joyce “Wililans before, had you? 


never been an informant of yours, had she? 


No, She didn't, 


i have no further questions. 


He. Stewart, 


UROSS EXAMINATION BY MR, STLAUUARYT: 
uttvctive Sergeant Dayka, the re: srt which is now 
pefense Exhibit 1, does that report truly and accurately 
retvlect the information which you obtained from Miss 
M4)lians on the night that you interrogated her? 
Yes, it daoes, 
(11 wight, and did you then convey to Special Agent 
Hewlcy to the very best of your ability and in the most 
accurate fashion exactly what it was that Miss Williams 
had said to you on that particular evening? 
Yes, slr. 
And following the phone call which is described in your 
report, did you endeavor to ask Miss Williams further 


questions? 


i asked, - I attempted to but Miss Williams did not say 
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upon you is concerned, the record shows you are a mature 
inétvidual, that you have no prior criminal record. 

You have been a good father to your own children and 

to the daughter of the co-defendant. And you have many 
positive characteristics. I have many fine letters, 

@ great many letters, from family, friends, and members 
of the clergy, and people of standing in the community, 
and there is a definite side to your situation which he 
Court recognizes. I am also aware that you have some | 
medical problems, and there is another side to your 
situation, Mr. Riniolo, that is not so good. Your ill- 
ness has apparently prevented you from working for two 
years, and you have been on welfare. You are not so 

ill that you couldn't help count the money in the house 
of prostitution when you hadn't been working. But now 
when you are up for sentence, all of a sudden you have 
an offer for a job from e relative. There is no reason 
why you shouldn't be working. 

DEFENDANT RINIOLO: May I say that I was work- | 
ing during the time of this situation -- I had been went 
ing. I had the stores. ‘This was before I was arrested. | 

THE COURT: But for the past two years you have | 
been on public assistance. 

DEFENDANT RINIOLO: One year, sir. 


THE COURT: When did you go on? 


3g03 


os 


counted by Linda Ferguson and Joyce Williams claimed 
that he was present and made a comment as to the amount 
but that he never counted the money. 

THE COURT: He made the comment as to the amount, 
and he told her she had a good week. 
MR, NE MOYER: That is what he said because 
Linda Ferguson coui:t*” the money and gave it to the 


girl in his presence, 


THE COURT: Allright. There is a serious 
aspect of this crime, which the Court has to consider 
and there are some things that can't be over looked. 


The judges ought not close their eyes to things that 


| all other people can see and understand. Here we have 
| a flourishing interstate prostitution business that we 


heard about in this trial, which was working in two 


separate locations in Buffalo, and during six years, 
and you, yourself, said that you had never had an 


arrest and told Joyce Williams that. And this place 


seemed to have five or ter customers on some nights, 

4 
i some of them coming to the fourth floor of 200 Niagara 
Street. And nobody, not the landlord, not the neighbors, 


not the vice squad, bothered this business, 


} DEFENDANT RINIOLO: Excuse me -- may I say 


something? At the 829 address there was nothing going 


on there, 


agy 


THE COURT: How about 200 Niagara? 


DEFENDANT RINIOLO: I heve no idea, I was never 


THF COURT: The 829 address, that is where 
Joyce Williams was working, wasn't she? 

DEFENDANT RINIOLO: 1 believe so, That is what! 
1 heard in the trial, but the 829 address, there was | 


| 


nothing going on there. All that was there was Linda | 


Ferguson and her daughter. 

THE COURT: There is one other mystery about 
this case. Nobody has any money, Mrs. Ferguson has no | 
money. You have no money, and Mrs. Harris, who was 
supposed to have been a partner in this thing, although | 
she really didn't say she was, and although when Mrs. 
Ferguson was in the hospital, she has no money, either. 


And here there is this tremendous income, and where 


did it go? That suggests an air of mystery and suggests, 
that an organization exists with respect to this business, 
and there must be something going on with respect to 

this kind of interstate prostitution activity over this | 
long period with no disturbance, which is unwholesome 

to the community. And I think the Court has to take 

a firm view of this kind of criminal conduct and that 


we owe a duty to the public to impose a sentence as & 


deterrence, to tell people, "Even if you can run @ 
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